The acquisition of middles and unaccusatives by Cantonese ESL learners. by Chan, Mable. & Chinese University of Hong Kong Graduate School. Division of English.
• 
THE ACQUISITION OF MIDDLES AND UNACCUSATIVES 
BY CANTONESE ESL LEARNERS 
by 
Chan Mable 
B.A., The Chinese University ofHong Kong 
M.Phil., the Chinese University ofHong Kong 
THESIS 
Submitted to the Graduate school of 
The Chinese University ofHong Kong 
in partial fulfillment of the requirement for the degree 




p r �5 j i ; j ! L f l 
% S ^ 




Second Language Acquisition Research: Background to the Present Study 
1.1 Introduction 
1.2 Rationale for the Present Study 
1.2.1 Structures and Properties ofMiddles and Unaccusative Verbs in English 
1.2.1.1 Derivation ofMiddles 
1.2.1.2 Derivation ofUnaccusative Verb Structures 
1.2.2 Common Properties Shared by Middles and Unaccusative Verbs 
1.2.3 SLA Studies on L2 Acquisition ofMiddles and Unaccusative 
Verb Structures 




2.2 Why Is It Difficult to Acquire Middles and Unaccusative Verbs? 
2.2.1 Common Properties shared by Passives, Middles and Unaccusatives 
2.2.2 The Differences between Passives, Middles and Unaccusatives 
2.3 A Comparison of the Middles and Unaccusative Verbs in L1 and L2 
2.3.1 The issue ofLl Transfer 
2.3.2 Middles in Cantonese 
2.3.3 Unaccusative Verbs in Cantonese 
2.4 Predictions ofDifficulties posed by both structures 
2.4.1 Middles 
2.4.2 Unaccusative Verbs 
2 
Chapter 3 




3.4 Rationale of the Tasks 
3.4.1 The Grammaticality Judgment Task 
3.4.2 Picture Description Task 
3.5 Scoring Method 
3.6 Results of the Picture Description Task 
3.7 Results of the Grammaticality Judgment Task 
3.8 Diagnostics ofMiddle Constructions and Unaccusative Verbs 
3.9 Prompting Effect 
Chapter 4 
Discussion and Conclusion 
4.1 Research Issues Revisited 
4.2 Acquisition Problem with the Middle Construction 
4.3 Acquisition Problem with Unaccusative Verbs 
4.3.1 Paired Unaccusative Verbs 
4.3.2 Unpaired Unaccusative Verbs 
4.4 Do L2 Leamers have Knowledge ofMiddle Constructions and 
Unaccusative Verbs? 
4.5 Developmental Patterns ofL2 Leamers in Acquiring English Middle Constructions 
and Unaccusative Verbs 
4.6 Is there L1 Transfer? 
4.7 How to Account for the Difficulties Posed by Middle Constructions and 
Unaccusative Verbs 
4.7.1 Acquisition ofUnaccusative Verbs 
3 
4.7.2 Acquisition of the Middle Constructions 







I would like to express my sincere gratitude to my thesis supervisor Prof. Virginia Yip 
whose teaching and guidance throughout the graduate years have helped fuel my 
interest in linguistics. I earnestly thank Prof. Yip, who introduced me to the field of 
linguistics as well as triggering my linguistic interest during my undergraduate studies. 
She helped me a lot in the formulation of my thesis topic and the design of the 
questionnaire. She has been constantly and patiently giving me insight and advice on 
how to improve my thesis. Her encouragement and faith in me help me overcome the 
difficulties of writing the thesis and give me courage to pursue my work. My sincere 
thanks to Professor Yip. 
I also thank Prof. Gladys Tang for giving me feedback on the questionnaire as well as 
teaching me how to run the statistical software to analyze the data. Her help enabled 
me to tackle the large amount of data collected. 
I am also grateful to Dr. Thomas Lee for his advice on my questionnaires and statistics. 
His support and concem have definitely helped me a lot. 
I also thank Dr. Wang Chu Ming for his statistical advice. He patiently and 
generously helped me solve many problems in statistics at the final stage of writing the 
thesis. 
Thanks are also due to the following individuals who contributed in different ways to 
my dissertation: Mr. Wong Chun Chung, who helped draw the pictures in the 
production task and consulted his alma mater, King's College, for the conducting of 
my experiment, Miss Amy Chan, who liaised with her alma mater, St. Rose of Lima's 
School, and made arrangement for the implementation of my experiment. 
5 
Last but not least, the empirical studies would not have been possible without the help 
ofthe Principal and students of St. Rose ofLima's School, as well as the Principal, the 
students and their teacher, Miss Wendy Wai ofKing's College. I am also grateful to 
all those English majors of the Chinese University of Hong Kong who shared their 
time in completing the questionnaires for me. Thanks are also due to the native 
speakers ofEnglish who acted as the control group in my study. My special thanks to 
all ofthem. 
Finally, I must thank my mother for her unconditional and boundless love to me. Her 
encouragement, endurance, patience and support have sustained me through the most 









雖然有關非賓語動詞的習得硏究眾多（Zobl 1989，Yip 1995, Hirakawa 1995， 





































This study investigates the developmental patterns and the structural variants of 
middles and unaccusatives in the interlanguage of Cantonese ESL leamers. Two 
tasks were administered to the subjects: a Grammaticality Judgment Task and a Picture 
Description Task. The experimental groups consist of 130 Cantonese ESL leamers 
who are Hong Kong secondary school students from forms two, four and six as well as 
university freshmen and seniors. A control group of 36 native speakers of English is 
also included. 
Though the acquisition of English unaccusative verbs has been studied previously 
(Zobl 1989, Yip 1995，Hirakawa 1995, Oshita 1997，Balcom 1997), little is known 
about the English middles. Furthermore, most of the previous studies on 
unaccusativity have looked at corpus data and grammaticality judgments only and the 
structures tested are limited which focus mainly on passivization. This study builds 
on previous studies and extends the empirical base by including the syntactic 
diagnostics of 'X's way, construction and resultative construction proposed by Levin 
& Rappaport (1995) for distinguishing unaccusative verbs and middles from 
unergative verbs. Only unergative verbs which can assign case to non-subcategorized 
objects can take 'X's way’ as a postverbal NP. Unaccusative verbs which fail to 
assign accusative case cannot. Resultative construction groups middles, 
unaccusatives and passives together. It distinguishes unergative verbs which do not 
subcategorize object from middles and unaccusatives which have an underlying object. 
The results of the study demonstrate the nature of interlanguage grammar: 
'incompleteness' and 'divergence'. L2 leamers were unable to achieve the target 
structures (incompleteness). Even though leamers were able to produce or accept the 
target surface structures, they have not yet acquired their correct underlying 
representation (divergence). 
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Regarding middles, passivization was found to be the most common structure 
employed by L2 leamers in the production task. Apart from the passive construction, 
many other non-target structures were used like the structure with the modal ‘can’，the 
use of the copula 'be' plus the bare form of the verb or simply the past participle 
without the copula 'be', transitive construction with an inserted agent, the structure of 
'is/are easily to...', intransitive construction with ;^-phrase attached and the tough 
movement construction, each carrying different assumptions of the L2 leamers. 
Native speakers of English produced significantly more target middle constructions 
than L2 leamers while non-target structures like the passive constructions and the 
tough movement constructions were also made. 
In the grammaticality judgment task, passivization and transitive constructions were 
the most common structures accepted by L2 leamers. Native speakers of English 
performed much better in judging target middle constructions than in using it in the 
production task. Among the three levels of L2 leamers, advanced leamers have the 
greatest difficulty in both producing and accepting middles. It was argued that not 
only advanced leamers who failed to produce middles have difficulty acquiring the 
target structure, elementary leamers who were able to do so also face the same problem, 
as shown by their failure in accepting middle constructions taking resultative 
constructions. 
As regards unaccusative verbs, L2 leamers in general were able to produce the target 
structures for both paired and unpaired unaccusative verbs in the production task. 
Passivization was also employed but it was not used as frequently as in the middle 
construction. In the judgment task, it was found that L2 leamers accepted the target 
unaccusative verb structures and also the passive and transitive constructions for both 
paired and unpaired unaccusative verbs. Passivization of paired unaccusative verbs is 
allowed but that of unpaired unaccusatives is not allowed. Again, the acceptance and 
production of target unaccusative verbs do not necessarily mean that L2 leamers have 
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the correct representation of unaccusative verbs. The judgments of structures such as 
purpose clauses and Z>j;-phrases show that L2 leamers in fact fail to distinguish between 
passive verbs and unaccusative verbs. Only passive verbs but not unaccusative verbs 
can take purpose clauses and Z?j;-phrases but leamers' percentage of target responses is 
very low. The syntactic diagnostics of resultative constructions and the ‘X’s way， 
construction further indicate that L2 leamers have not acquired the right argument 




Second Language Acquisition Research: Background to the Present 
Study 
1.1 Introduction 
There are two facets in second language acquisition L2 researchers are concerned 
about: 'Leamability' and 'Unleamability'. On the one hand, we have to account for 
how linguistic competence is attained despite the underdetermination of input. The 
linguistic competence of adults is so intricate, complex and subtle which extends 
beyond the kind of linguistic input children are exposed to. The gap between 
linguistic input and competence is often called the 'Logical Problem of Language 
Acquisition'. (Homstein & Lightfoot 1981), Plato's Problem (Chomsky 1986) or the 
Projection Problem (Peters 1972, Baker 1979). 
Opposite to the ‘Plato's Problem' is the 'Orwell's Problem'. While native speakers 
can achieve full competence in their native language, 'incompleteness' and 
'divergence' exist in L2 interlanguage grammar. (Sorace 1993) Second language 
acquisition research needs to account for how and why L2 leamers fail to leam certain 
things in the interlanguage grammar despite the available evidence. 
The goal of language acquisition research is to describe and explain the gap between 
linguistic input and linguistic competence, whether it is the ‘Plato's Problem' or the 
'Orwell's Problem.' This study accounts for the issue of 'unleamability'. It 
examines the acquisition of middle constructions and unaccusative verbs by Cantonese 
ESL leamers and the difficulty of acquiring both structures will be discussed and 
accounted for. 
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The present study investigates the acquisition of middle constructions and unaccusative 
verbs by Cantonese leamers? Though the acquisition of unaccusative verbs has been 
studied extensively, few studies have looked at the English middles in the SLA 
literature. In fact, middle constructions and unaccusative verbs share similar 
properties. Let's consider the following examples: 
(1) Middle Construction : Fresh bread cuts easily. 
(2) a. Paired unaccusatives^ : The snow melted. 
b. Unpaired unaccusatives : The accident happened yesterday. 
In the sentences in (1) and (2)，the sole argument of the verb appears as the surface 
subject. The subjects in these sentences are argued to be derived subjects which are 
deep structure objects (Burzio 1986, Keyser and Roeper 1984). To derive the surface 
subject, NP movement must be involved. 
Previous SLA studies on unaccusativity show that English unaccusative verbs pose 
serious problems for leamers from different L1 backgrounds (Kellerman 1978，Zobl 
1989). Yip (1995) discusses the leamability problems posed by these verbs and notes 
that even advanced leamers of English have difficulty acquiring them. Leamers were 
found to mispassivize the unaccusative verbs as illustrated in the following examples 
from Chinese-English interlanguage: 
1 In the literature, unaccusative verbs are referred to by various names. Perlmutter (1978) first 
discussed a class of 'change-of-state' verbs, which he called ‘unaccusatives’. Burzio (1981) and 
Keyser and Roeper (1984) have referred to such class of verbs as 'ergative' verbs. 
2 Paired Unaccusatives are unaccusative verbs with transitive counterparts like ‘open’，'melt', ‘roll’， 
'break', etc. For example, in 'John opened the door’，‘John，is the agent which appears in the subject 
position and in ‘The door opened，，'the door’ is the theme appearing in the subject position. Since 
paired unaccusative verbs have transitive counterparts which can be passivized, L2 leamers have to 
leam to distinguish between the transitive and unaccusative readings. 
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(3) a. *I do not think that such abusive action should be happened to a twelve-year old 
child, (advanced) 
b. *Rush hour traffic can be vanished because working at home is a new version. 
(Yip 1995:130) 
Since middle constructions and unaccusative verbs share similar syntactic 
configurations in that their sole argument appears as the surface subject, similar 
acquisition problems for L2 leamers are predicted. This study investigates 
differences in the acquisition of middles and unaccusative verbs and their structural 
variants in the interlanguage grammar. 
This thesis approaches the issue by first discussing the rationale for the present study. 
This will include a discussion of the structures and properties of middles and 
unaccusative verbs, their derivations and the commonalities, as well as a review of the 
literature on L2 acquisition of the target structures. Secondly, the acquisition 
difficulty posed by middles and unaccusative verbs will be examined. This will 
include a comparison of the similarities between the passive construction and both 
middles and unaccusative verbs. A comparative study of the middle constructions 
and unaccusative verbs in L1 Chinese and L2 English will then be conducted, with a 
view to probing into the issue of L1 transfer in the acquisition of both structures. 
Finally, Cantonese students' knowledge with regard to middles and unaccusative verbs 
will be tested empirically by an experiment and the results will be reported. Some 
conclusions will then be drawn and the difficulties of acquiring both structures will be 
discussed and accounted for. 
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1.2. Rationale for the Present Study 
1.2.1 Structures and Properties of Middles and Unaccusative Verbs in 
English 
1.2.1.1 Derivation ofMiddles 
Middles are generally derived from two-place predicates, namely transitive verbs. It 
has been a topic of great interest in recent syntactic studies. What is so special about 
this configuration has to do with its syntactic projection (Chomsky 1981). Let's 
consider (4) and (5) below. 
(4) The wall paints easily. 
(5) The car drives easily. 
The sentences appear to violate the Projection Principle, which states that lexical 
information should be syntactically represented. The verbs ‘paint，and ‘drive’ are 
transitive verbs and have two arguments to assign, one external and one internal, as 




However, as we see from (4)-(5), only the internal argument gets realized as the subject. 
The external theta role is said to be suppressed. (Hale and Keyser 1986, Cinque 1988, 
Rosen 1990, among others) 
In the literature, there has been a debate between the lexical approach and the syntactic 
approach, which centers on the external argument in the middle constructions. The 
lexical approach was proposed by Roberts (1987), Keyser and Roeper (1986) and 
Fagan (1988) et al. The syntactic movement analysis was first proposed by Ruwet 
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(1972), Keyser and Roeper (1984) for English，Sportiche (1990) for Romance and 
Stroik (1992). 
The lexical approach assumes that the external argument in the middle construction is 
deleted from the lexical entry of the verb and therefore, it may not be structurally 
represented to satisfy the Projection Principle. The major evidence includes (i) the 
absence ofthe overt external argument ofthe verb, (ii) the impossibility of preposition 
stranding, (iii) the incompatibility with Agent-oriented adverbs, and (iv) the 
impossibility of taking purpose clauses. 
The lexical approach focuses on the absence of the agent in middle constructions. 
Fagan (1988) accounts for this by lexical saturation based on Rizzi's (1986) work. 
Rizzi put forward the notion of "saturation" of theta role in his study of Italian null 
objects. "Intuitively, a theta role is associated with some referential content--that is， 
when we can understand 'who does what, in the situation referred to." (p.508) Rizzi 
claimed that saturation can also be applied in the lexicon when a theta role is assigned 
an arbitrary status. If this is the case, the theta role in question does not need to be 
syntactically realized. Fagan applied this analysis to the middle construction. He 
proposes the following rules: 
(7) a. Assign arb to the external theta role, 
b. Externalize the direct theta role? 
Since the external theta role is suppressed, the sentence needs to have a subject and the 
internal argument is chosen to be the subject. 
3 This rule is in fact redundant because the Extended Projection Principle (Chomsky 1982) which states 
that every sentence must have a subject will take care of this. 
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Roberts' (1987) accounts for the syntactic absence of the external argument of middles 
by relating temporal dependency with the eventive or stative reading of verbs: 
(8) X is temporally dependent on Y iffY governs and is coindexed with X and there is 
no Z such that Z govems Y. 
According to Roberts, verbs are either temporally dependent on Infl (or, the Tense 
constituent ofInfl) or not. 
(9) a. A verb which is temporally dependent on Tense has an event reading, 
b. A verb which is not temporally dependent on Tense has a state reading. 
Roberts (1987) believes that if a verb fails to coindex with the Infl, the verb with an 
agent theta role and the predicate it heads will be interpreted as stative but not eventive 
in terms of aspect. Since middle constructions do not have an Infl-V-coindexation, 
the external argument will be syntactically absent. 
Roberts' account may not be explanatorily adequate because it only describes the facts 
observed in the middle constructions. He claims that the construction is stative and 
that the agent role is not realized syntactically. However, why is it the case that the 
verbs can't assign agent theta role in stative sentences? How about those stative 
sentences which do have external arguments, as in (10)-(11)? 
(10) She walks every moming. 
(11) People drive the car easily. 
According to Roberts' account, (10) and (11) should be ruled out. However, this is in 




Other evidence for a lexical approach includes the impossibility of preposition 
stranding, the incompatibility with Agent-oriented adverbs, and the impossibility to 
take purpose clauses. Consider the following examples: 
(12) a. *John laughs at easily, 
b. *This bed sleeps in well. 
(13) a. *This book sold deliberately. 
b. *Your book reads intentionally. 
(14) a. *The book sold [to make money]. 
b.*Those chickens killed [to make money". 
Stroik (1992) argues that the ungrammaticality of the sentences in (12) can be 
accounted for by case-theoretic reasons. Stroik (1992) argues that the verb is unable 
to assign case to the preposition it governs due to the failure of V-Infl co-indexation. 
Therefore, (12) is ungrammatical because the preposition is unlicensed and it does not 
necessarily represent, as Fagan (1988) claims, that the internal argument cannot move 
from the canonical object position at syntax. Stroik also argues that the 
ungrammaticality of (13)-(14) results from the incompatibility of the non-eventive 
property of the middle construction and the eventive adverbs or the purpose clauses. 
In fact, not many verbs can undergo middle formation. The middle construction 
expresses an inherent property held of the subject with regard to the carrying out of the 
action. One cannot say that something possesses a property intentionally. Therefore, 
perception verbs and verbs with volition cannot occur in the middle construction. 
The limited productivity of middles is the strongest evidence for the assumption that 
middles are formed in the lexicon. If middles are formed via syntactic rule, the 
syntactic rule should apply freely in any configuration having relevant structural 
conditions. However, English middles are very limited in productivity. Thus, the 
lexical analysis suggests that it is the meanings of verbs or the lexical conceptual 
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structures which determine whether a verb is eligible for middle formation. However, 
what is not considered by the lexical analysis, as discussed in Stroik (1992)，is the 
existence ofan implied agent. 
The syntactic approach argues for the presence of an implied agent in the middle 
constructions. The strongest evidence for an implied agent concerns the occurrence 
ofbound anaphors in the middle constructions. The existence of an implied agent is 
made in Stroik (1992). Consider the following sentences: 
(15) Books about oneself read poorly. 
(16) Letters to oneself compose quickly. 
According to Binding Principle A, the anaphoric expression 'oneself must be licensed. 
In order for ‘oneself to be licensed, it must be bound in its governing category by an 
antecedent, as stated in (17). 
(17) An anaphor is bound in its governing category. 
B is the governing category for A iffB is the minimal category containing A, a 
governor of A and an accessible SUBJECT of A. 
(Chomsky 1981) 
If the anaphors in (15) and (16) are to be properly bound, they must coindex with a 
non-overt NP argument that c-commands the anaphors at some syntactic level. Stroik 
follows the idea of Belleti and Rizzi (1988) in assuming that c-commanding 
relationship can obtain at any syntactic level of representation. 
What exactly is the non-overt NP argument in the middle construction? In English, 
there are two possibilities: PRO or IMP(licit) argument. Following the three 
diagnostics proposed by Roberts (1986) in distinguishing PRO and IMP, Stroik argues 
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that the non-overt NP argument in middles is PRO. The three diagnostics proposed 
are: (i) IMP cannot bind anaphors, but PROs can, as in (18); (ii) IMPs cannot be 
controlled, but PROs can, as in (19) and (iii) IMPs cannot control into adjuncts, but 
PROs can, as in (20). 
(18) a. *Letters were sent IMP^ to themselves .^ 
b. They expected PRO^ to send letters to each other .^ 
(19) a. *Theyk expected rumors to be spread IMP^. 
b. They^ expected PRO^ to spread rumors. 
(20) a. *The book was read IMP^ without PRO^ putting it down. 
b. They expected PRO^ to read the book without PRO^ putting it down. 
Stroik applies these three diagnostics to middles and argues that the empty category in 
middles is PRO. 
(21) a. Books about oneself^  never read poorly EC .^ 
b. It seems that [today's news about oneselfJ reads better than yesterday's EQ. 
c. Those womerik were amazed, but each otherj,'s books seemed to them^ to read 
surprisingly well EC^. 
d. Some poems read better aloud to 0nesei4 than others do EQ. 
Stroik cites the examples to show that the empty argument in middles must be PRO, 
not IMP because it does bind the anaphors. 
The empty category in the middle constructions meets the second diagnostic that it can 
be controlled, as illustrated in (22). 
(22) a. Mary^ expects the Latin text she was assigned to translate quickly ECk. 
b. Mary^ believes that they think that arguments with herself generally end 
abruptly EC^. 
c. Johnk expects that the book hejust bought will read quickly EC .^ 
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The ECs in (22) can all be controlled by the NPs coindexed with them. The generic 
meaning conveyed in middles is lost when they are embedded in a control sentence and 
are controlled by an antecedent. For example, (22a) means that Mary's arguments 
(not anyone else's argument) generally end abruptly. The EC has the antecedent of 
‘Mary, and the reflexive ‘herself is also bound by ‘Mary.’ Since the empty category 
can be controlled, Stroik believes that the empty argument must be PRO, not IMP. 
The final diagnostic states that IMPs cannot control PRO but the empty category in 
middles can. The empty category in middles is a possible controller, as illustrated in 
(23). 
(23) a. Most physics books read poorly EQ even after PRO^ reading them several 
times. 
b.Potatoes usually peel easily EQ after PRO^ boiling them. 
c. Bureaucrats bribe best EQ after PRO^ doing them after a favor or two. 
As seen from the above examples, PRO is there before 'reading', 'boiling' and ‘doing，. 
There must be someone who carry out the actions of reading, boiling and doing. For 
example, in the sentence ‘John laughs when [PRO reading the book]', PRO is 
controlled by John and it is John who laughs when he is reading the book. Likewise, 
in example (23) above, PRO is controlled by the generic external argument of the 
middle construction. In (a), it means that people generally find it difficult to read 
most physics books even after they read them for several times. And in (b), it means 
that most people in general find it easy to peel potatoes after the potatoes are boiled. 
Since the ECs in the middle constructions can control PRO, Stroik concludes, based on 
the three diagnostics suggested by Roberts, that the empty argument in middles is PRO, 
not IMP as in passives. 
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As seen from the above examples, PRO is assumed to be placed in the adjunct position 
in the middle construction. Since PRO should not be governed, the external argument 
in the middle construction must not appear in A-position but A'-position. Based on 
Larson's (1988) Principle of Argument Demotion in (24)，Stroik proposes that the 
PRO in the middle construction occupies the demoted VP adjunct position. 
(24) I fA is a theta role assigned by X，then A may be assigned (up to optionality) to an 
adjunct position ofX. 
The A here is considered to be the external theta role of the verb in the middle 
construction and it may be assigned to the adjunct position of the verb. The syntactic 
representation of middles would be as follows: 
(25) Books about oneself read poorly. 
a. D-structure: 
:n>e[iJ[vp[vp read books about oneself poorly]PRO]]] 
b. S-structure: 
[ip[Books about oneself]^ lr I[w[vp read t^  poorly]PRO]]] 
Another question concerns the demotion of the external theta role and the promotion of 
the internal theta role in the middle construction. Why is there a promotion of the 
internal argument? Following Roberts' (1986) argument, Stroik believes that this is 
related to the stative property of middles. According to Roberts, middles are stative 
because of the failure of Infl-V coindexing which prevents VP from projecting its 
external theta role into the subject position with Infl. Therefore, the external theta 
role must be demoted. Thus, we have the D-structure representation in (25a). Since 
there is no Infl-V coindexing in middles, the verb cannot assign case to its object and 
thus the object must move to the subject position to receive case, deriving the S-
structure representation in (25b). 
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Though controversies arise as to the status of the empty argument in the middle 
construction, the existence of an implied agent in the middle construction cannot be 
denied.4 In other words, the action of reading or composing would not be possible 
without an agent taking up the role of reader or composer. While the advantage ofthe 
lexical approach is that it can account for the limited productivity of English middle 
constructions, the arguments for the existence of an implied agent create difficulty for 
the lexical analysis. Therefore, the syntactic approach will be adopted in this work，. 
1.2.1.2 Derivation of Unaccusative Verb Structures 
i) Perlmutter (1978) 
Perlmutter was the first to divide intransitive verbs into unergatives and unaccusatives. 
'Unaccusative Verbs' are similar to intransitive verbs syntactically because both 
subcategorize a sole internal argument which appears as the surface subject. 
However, semantically, the surface subject of unaccusative verbs lacks volitional 
control. Perlmutter put forward the 'Unaccusative Hypothesis' within Relational 
Grammar which distinguishes ‘simple intransitive verbs' (with volitional control) from 
unaccusative verbs (without volitional control). For instance: 
Simple Intransitive/unergative Unaccusative/ergative 
(26) I swim. (28) The leaves fell. 
(27) Mary runs. (29) The door opened. 
4 Song (1994) argues that the non-overt NP argument in the middle contmction is not PRO but is similar 
to IMP in the passive construction. I will not go into the details of the argument. What is important 
here is that there is an implied agent in middles and that a syntactic approach is more appropriate than a 
lexical one in analyzing middles. 
5 Controversies concerning the lexical and syntactic approaches are not the main concem in this study. 
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In (26) and (27), the subjects T and 'Mary' have the volition of swimming and 
running while the subjects The leaves' and (The door，in (28) and (29) are in fact the 
themes which appear in the subject position. 
ii) Burzio (1986) 
Burzio (1986) recasts the 'Unaccusative Hypothesis' within the Government and 
Binding framework. He proposes that the class of intransitive verbs consists of two 
subclasses, the unaccusative verbs and the unergative verbs, each associated with 
different underlying configurations. An unergative verb takes a D-structure subject 
and no object, whereas an unaccusative verb takes a D-structure object and no subject. 
The different D-structure syntactic configurations can be schematized below: 
(30) a. Unergative verb : NP [yp V] 
b. Unaccusative verb : [vp V NP] 
Burzio (1986:29) characterizes ergative verbs as follows: 
'Ergative verbs refer to verbs which are subcategorized for a direct object and which do not 
assign a subject theta-role.' 
Burzio also mentioned another syntactic characteristic of unaccusative verbs: as the 
name of the verb class suggests, an unaccusative verb fails to assign structural case to 
its objects. Burzio (1986) discovered a correlation between the ability of assigning 
structural case and the ability of a verb to take an external argument. This is known 
as Burzio's generalization: 
(31) Burzio's generalization (Burzio 1986) 
A verb which lacks an external argument fails to assign accusative case。 
Since unaccusative verbs fail to assign structural case, the underlying object must 
move in order to receive case. It moves from a theta-marked but Caseless position to 
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a non theta-marked but Case-marked Subject position. Thus, the theta criterion is 
obeyed.6 Sometimes, the internal argument can stay in situ with "there-insertion", as in 
(32). The "locative inversion" construction is also possible in English, as in (33) 
(32) a. There exists a pollution problem, 
b. A pollution problem exists. 
(33) a. Into the garden came Mary, 
b. Mary came into the garden. 
In Italian, the internal argument of an unaccusative verb can either stay in the object 
position or move to the subject position: 
(34) a. Arriva Giovanni. 
arrives John, 
b. Giovanni arriva. 
John arrives. 
The lack of case assigning capability of unaccusative verbs can account for their 
ungrammaticality in the 'X's way，construction. ‘X，s way，construction has been 
argued to be a reliable diagnosis for unergative verbs in English (Marantz 1992). 
Only unergative verbs can have the 'X's way’ as a postverbal NP, and have the ability 
to assign accusative case to non-subcategorized objects: 
(35) a. Mary laughed her way out of the classroom, 
b. Sam joked his way into the meeting. 
(based on Jackendoff 1990: 211, (1)) 
6 The theta criterion states that each argument is assigned to one and only one theta role and each theta 
role is assigned to one and only one argument. 
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Unaccusative verbs cannot appear in 'X's way，construction because they lack the 
ability to assign case to a postverbal NP: 
(36) a. *Jill remained her way to a ticket to the show. 
b. *Andrea appeared her way to fame. 
c. *The explosion occurred their way onto the first page. 
d. *The oil rose its way to the top. 
e. *She arrived her way to the front of the line. 
f. *The apples fell their way to the crates. 
(Levin & Rappaport 1995: 148, (32)) 
In the 'X's way，construction, the PP provides a path through which the subject NP 
moves (Jackendoff 1990) and the main verb has the sense of “directed motion" 
(Levin & Rappaport 1995). Some may attribute the ungrammaticality of 
unaccusative verbs in the 'X's way，construction to semantic incompatibility. 
Unaccusative verbs convey the sense of "existence" (e.g. be, exist, remain, stay), 
"appearance" and "disappearance" (die, disappear, appear, happen, occur) which are 
incompatible with the sense of "directed motion" conveyed in the 'X's way’ 
construction, as illustrated from examples (a) to (c). However, unaccusative verbs 
which have the sense of "inherently directed motion" like 'rise', ‘arrive’ also fail to 
appear in the 'X's way，construction, as shown from examples (d)-(f) in (36). This 
shows that what determines the acceptability in 'X's way, construction is not the 
semantic criterion but a syntactic one. It is the syntactic criterion which distinguishes 
unergative verbs from unaccusative verbs. As stated in Burzio's generalization, it is a 
violation of the Case Filter induced by the postverbal NP that makes unaccusative 
verbs incapable ofoccurring in the 'X's way，construction. 
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1.2.2 Common Properties Shared by Middles and Unaccusative Verbs 
The special syntactic properties ofmiddles and unaccusative verbs can be captured by 
a number ofdiagnostics: (i) resultative construction, (ii) inability to take by-phrase (iii) 
inability to control the following purpose clause. 
Resultative clauses have a descriptive phrase which describe a state into which the 
object NP brought as a result of the event expressed by the main verb. Thus, the 
resultative reading is induced, as shown in (37): 
(37) a. a 1147 page novel which bores you bangy-legged... 
P/Andrews, "Abandoned in Iran, ” 28: 
b. The music is violent and mindless, with a fast beat like a crazed parent abusing 
a child, thrashing it senseless. 
c. And when her father finally did come home and kisses them, he was like the 
handsome prince, thought Laura, kissing them all alive. 
[D. Smith, Remember this 28； 
(Levin & Rappaport 1995:34-5) 
Resultative phrases are claimed to be predicated of the immediately post-verbal NP, 
but may not be predicated of a subject or of an oblique complement. This is called 
the Direct Object Restriction (DOR). The DOR predicts that if a verb has no object, 
it cannot appear with a resultative phrase as in example (38) below. 
(38) a. *Dora shouted hoarse, (unergative) 
b. *We yelled hoarse, (unergative) 
The potential counterexamples to DOR involve middles and unaccusative verbs. 
Middles and unaccusative verbs may appear with resultative phrases predicated of their 
surface subjects, as in (39) and (40) below. 
(39) The tablCj wipes tj clean easily, (middle) 
(40) The riverj froze tj solid, (unaccusative) 
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However, given the movement analysis of middles and unaccusative verbs, the DOR 
can still be maintained because the surface subjects of these structures are in fact the 
underlying objects. 
The above syntactic phenomena exhibit certain properties shared by both middles and 
unaccusative verbs. They involve a trace in the place where the theme arguments 
originate. Only verbs which subcategorize objects can appear with resultative phrases. 
According to this analysis, middles and unaccusative verbs share similar underlying 
configuration. 
In addition to such a syntactic property, middle constructions and unaccusative verbs 
share some other special properties. For example, an agent can never be present on 
the surface in middle constructions. Unlike passives, the form of Zjy-phrase cannot be 
lexically realized in the middle constructions, as in (41). Nor can it control a purpose 
clause, as in (42). The reasons for the absence of agent is that middle constructions 
do not express any specific agent. It expresses an arbitrary agent, that is, people in 
general, as in (43)-(44). 
(41) a. Chickens were killed easily by the butcher. 
b.*Chickens kill easily by the butcher. 
(42) *This book reads easily to leam about China. 
(43) a. Chickens kill easily. 
b. It is easy for anyone to kill chickens. 
(44) a. Bureaucrats bribe easily. 
b. It is easy for anyone to bribe bureaucrats. 
Like middles, unaccusative verbs do not allow Z^ j^ -phrase and the implicit argument 
does not have the capacity to fiinction as a syntactic controller and thus does not allow 
control into the purpose clause, as illustrated in (45). 
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(45) a. My wallet disappeared. 
*b. My wallet disappeared by the thief. 
*c. My wallet disappeared to make me miserable. 
1.2.3 SLA studies on L2 Acquisition of Middle and Unaccusative 
Verb Structures 
i) Rutherford (1987) 
Rutherford (1987) discussed a type of structure in second language leamers' use of 
unaccusative verbs. He discussed the following non-target constructions produced by 
L2 leamers: 
(46) a. * The shortage offuels occurred the need for economical engine, 
b * This construction will progress my country. 




I The ungrammatical sentences in (46) show that leamers ofEnglish use the verb ‘occur’ 
i • 
I and ‘progress, transitively. Rutherford suggests that this is due to their extensive use 
of zero-derivation for the formation of causatives. Zero-derivation means that 
I 
intransitive verbs are used as causatives with no morphological change. For instance: 
(47) a. The door opened. 
b. X opened the door. (X caused the door to open.) 
(48) a. The wax melted. 
b. X melted the wax. (X caused the wax to melt.) 
(49) a. His head moved. 
b. X moved his head. (X caused his head to move.) 
j 
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Since there is no morphological change between the intransitive and the transitive 
versions of many English verbs such as 'open', ‘melt，and ‘move, illustrated above, 
leamers just assume that other verbs can have the same properties. This is an 
example ofwhat Baker (1979) termed the 'embarrassing errors' which do not have an 
exact counterpart and cannot be corrected on positive evidence alone. For example, a 
leamer considers saying a sentence like ‘Japan happened an earthquake.' might hear 
paired unaccusative verbs like ‘open’，‘melt，having the ability of occurring in both 
intransitive and transitive construction. On the basis of semantic similarity, the 
leamer might hypothesize that ‘happen’ also behaves like these verbs and thus 
produces the ungrammatical sentences. Even though he may hear 'The earthquake 
happened.' in the input, this cannot be logically taken to show that 'Japan happened an 
earthquake.' is ill-formed. 
ii) Hubbard and Hix (1988)/ Hubbard (1994) 
Hubbard and Hix (1988) and Hubbard (1994) discussed the following ungrammatical 
sentences: 
(50) a. * This problem is existed for many years. 
b. * Something strange was happened before I could open the door. 
(Hubbard 1994:55) 
Early L2 literature (e.g. Burt and Kiparsky 1972, Richards 1973) contends that the 
ungrammatical sentences above indicate that L2 leamers fail to master the English 
tense/auxiliary system completely. However, based on the similarity between (50) 
and the adjectival passive sentence in (51) below, Hubbard and Hix argue that the 
above sentences are the result of the leamers' overgeneralization of adjectival passive 
formation: 
(51) The theatre is located/situated (*by Fred) on Elm Street. 
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However, empirical evidence in Oshita (1997) shows that this argument is in fact 
untenable because the majority of “passivized unaccusatives，，in Oshita's corpus 
express an action, not a state as in the case of adjectives. Some of the examples of 
‘‘passivized unaccusatives，，found in the corpus like 'He is also appeared on the list of 
investigations of gold smuggling，，‘You are arrived in the etemity city，，‘the cultural 
uniqueness is now disappeared' illustrate the point. 
iii) Zobl (1989) 
Zobl was one of the first who studied L2 acquisition of unaccusative verbs. He 
collected the compositions of college-age L2 leamers of English and noticed three 
kinds of non-target structures produced by the leamers. 
(52) V_+ themeNP 
a. * Sometimes comes a good regular wave. 
(Japanese L1; low intermediate) 
b. * I was just patient until dried my clothes, (in the sense of ‘I was just patient 
until my clothes had dried.) 
(Japanese L1; high intermediate) 
(53) Pseudotransitwe (i.e. non-agentiveNP + V + theme NP) 
a. * I hope he's always light up his face. 
‘‘I hope his face will always light up." 
b. • I changed myself a lot in these years. 
“I changed a lot in these years." 
(54) Passive (i.e^theme NP + be +Ven) 
a. * The most memorable experience of my life was happened 15 years ago. 
(Arabic L1; advanced leamer) 
b. * Most people are fallen in love and marry with somebody. 
(Japanese L1; high intermediate) 
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I the ‘Unaccusative Hypothesis'. He argues that the lack of logical subject is 
canonically related to the passive verbal phrase. When L2 leamers have mastered the 
passive constructions, they tend to overgeneralize passivization to unaccusative verbs. 
Zobl suggests that these non-target structures signal the application of syntactic NP 
movement. Though (52)-(54) are non-target unaccusative verb constructions, Zobl 
argues that L2 leamers are trying to derive linguistically plausible surface structures. 
iv) Yip (1989，1995) 
Yip studied the acquisition of unaccusative verbs by native speakers of Chinese. She 
notes that L2 leamers frequently produce "mispassivized unaccusatives". Some of 
the examples from Chinese-English interlanguage are: 
(55) a. * World War III will be happened in the future. 
b. * This kind ofdiglossic situation can only be appeared in society where the 
two different variations oflanguage should not be too different or too 
similar. 
I c. * Our life style will be greatly changed in recent future when computers are 
combined intelligently with other scientific techniques. 
I j 
I d. * Overcrowding and crimes are derived from some source. The population 
ofLA was rapidly grown these years. 
Yip examined the ergative constructions in Chinese and she argued that if the Chinese 
leamers transferred the following Chinese structure to their acquisition of English 
structure, the non-target structures can be avoided: 
(56) Shuye diao xialai le. 
Leaves fall ASP 
‘The leaves fell.’ 
1 
(57) Xue ronghua-le. 
Snow melt ASP 
‘The snow melted.’ 
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She uses the following Chinese examples to argue that L1 transfer cannot account for 
the non-target unaccusative verb constructions made by L2 leamers: 
(58) Sheme (*bei) fashen le? 
what PASS happen ASP 
* What was happened?' 
(59) Shuyeh (*bei) diaoxialai le. 
leaf PASS fall down ASP 
I * 'The leaves were fallen down.， 
These non-target structures cannot be attributed to either L1 or L2 because they are 
ungrammatical in both languages, (i.e. they do not come from either L1 or L2). In 
！ 
other words, interlanguage ‘takes on a life ofits own，. (Yip 1995) 
v) Hirakawa (1995) 
I 
I A study was conducted to investigate L2 acquisition of English intransitive 
constructions by native speakers of Japanese. The study aims at examining how 
unaccusativity is represented in the interlanguage of Japanese leamers of English. 
I Hirakawa is particularly interested in explaining leamers' knowledge about syntactic 
I NP movement in English, including passives and middles, where the L1 and L2 
j 
manifest the same or different properties. 
I 
I 
Her study comprises two parts: a production task and a grammaticality judgment task. 
Subjects are 22 college-age Japanese leamers of English. Five verb types were 
included in the task which consisted ofpaired and unpaired unaccusatives, unergatives, 
transitives and middles. Each verb type was represented by six verbs presented in 
four different structures (intransitive, short passive, long passive and transitive). In 
the production task, subjects were presented with stories and they were required to 




； (60) Mary liked to ski so she was very happy when it started snowing Friday aftemoon. 
I 
She decided to go on a ski trip with her friend. The sun came out the next 
moming. While they were driving, all ofthe snow . (melt) 
！ I j 
I The stories were designed to provide only the intransitive reading for paired 
I 
！ 




I In the production task, L2 Japanese leamers of English were found to employ 
I 
I passivization with three verbs out of six for paired unaccusative verbs. They were 
I able to produce target unpaired unaccusatives, unergatives and transitive verbs. 
I 
I However, most of them employed the passive construction in producing middles. 
I 
In the judgment task, L2 leamers were found to score significantly lower than the 
i control group in the acceptance of target paired unaccusative verbs. Hirakawa 
attributes this to lexical problems and she noted that subjects had particular difficulties 
with certain verbs like ‘break’ and ‘dry，. They tend to accept short passives instead 
! . 
of the target paired unaccusative verb structure for these verbs. Regarding unpaired 
I 
unaccusative verbs, subjects were accurate in accepting the target structure in the NP-
Verb order as in 'Jane fell down，. However, though they were able to accept the 
target unpaired unaccusative verb structure, they were less accurate in rejecting them 
I occurring in the passive construction. When judging unpaired unaccusative verbs like 
I 
I 'appear', ‘die，，'fall', 'arrive', 'happen' and 'disappear' in the passive construction, the 
I 
Japanese subjects were unable to reject the sentences as ungrammatical. Hirakawa 
suggests that this has to do with L1 transfer. There are equivalent verbs in Japanese 
which can undergo causative alternation (e.g. naku 'cry' (intransitive)/nakusu ‘cry， 
(transitive)). Therefore, Hirakawa proposed that the subjects just treated unpaired 
j 
t unaccusative verbs as ergatives (have causative alternation) in English. 
) 
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Hirakawa argues that Japanese leamers ofEnglish know that NP movement is involved 
in unaccusatives and there are degrees in their applications: accurate with passives, less 
accurate with unaccusatives and inaccurate with middles. Among the structures 
tested, middles pose the most difficulty for L2 leamers. Native speakers did not like 
the structure either and there was variation in their acceptance rate. In my study, the 
different levels ofdifficulty posed by middle constructions and unaccusative verbs will 
be examined. 
vi) Oshita (1997) 
Oshita remarks that previous studies on the acquisition of unaccusative verbs in L2 
contexts 'either focused on a particular L1 group (e.g. Chinese in Yip 1995, Japanese 
in Hirakawa 1995) or dealt with a mixed language group in which some L1 are 
represented by a relatively small number of native speakers (Zobl 1987, Yip 1994).' 
A corpus-based study and a grammaticality judgment task were then conducted, with a 
view to finding out the structural variations of unaccusatives and re-evaluating the past 
research on L2 acquisition of unaccusative verbs. 
The corpus study was based on the Longman Leamers Corpus which is a large 
computerized database with samples ofwritten English produced by native speakers of 
various Lls. In the study, Oshita chose Italian, Spanish, Japanese and Korean as the 
first languages. There are totally 3362 essays written by these native speakers and the 
distribution is as follows: Italian (684)，Spanish (347)，Korean (50) and Japanese (299). 
He classified these tokens of sentences with different syntactic patterns as follows: 
! 
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(61) Surface Syntactic Patterns for classification ofToken Sentences: 
Preverbal NP 
I i. NP-V 
j 
e.g. I arrived. 
ii. NP-be-Ven (presumably derived by NP movement) 
e.g. I was nearly arrived to my office. 
Postverbal NP without "passive" structure 
iii. there-V-NP (there =expletive) 
e.g. There exist two kinds of job. 
iv. it-V-NP (it =expletive) 
e.g. it existed a lot of restrictions. 
Postverbal NP with "passive" structure 
vi. there-be-Ven-NP (there = expletive) 
e.g. After the war, there were appeared a lot of women who believed that women 
should go outside and should be equal in the society. 
vii. it-be-Ven-NP (it =expletive)^  
V. 0-be-Ven-NP (0 =null expletive?)^  
Transitive: 
ix. NP 1-V-NP2 (Rutherford 1987, Zobl 1989) 
(a) non-causative reading (experiencer as subject, see Zobl 1989) 
e.g. Irose my hand. 
(b) non-causative reading (locative as subject) 
e.g. The Congress may die out the ban on women in the battle. 
7 No sentence of this structure was found in the corpus, 
I 8 No sentence of this structure was found in the corpus. 
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I 
； (c) causative reading 
I e.g. Hefalls a piece of note into dough by mistake. 
;j j 
1 • i -¾ 
I Special: 
"i 
I X. there be + NP + V (there = expletive/cf. Yip 1989) 
e.g. because there was a kind of strike so often happened in that country. 
I 
Oshita chose these structures because he thinks that each structure above manifests a 




j It was found that 91% (851 out of 956) of the structures produced are the target 
I 
1 unaccusative verb constructions with NP-V word order. The next frequently 
produced structure is the passive construction. 3.6% (34 out of 936) of the structures 
produced are the "passivized unaccusatives". Oshita argues that though 
approximately 90% of IL sentences with unaccusative verbs are produced in canonical 
NP-V surface word order, it does not imply that L2 leamers do not fall into the 
"unaccusative trap". He claims that once leamers start to acquire highly developed 
linguistic awareness, they will reorganize their IL grammar and thus are more likely to 
fall in the trap. For the Postverbal NP structures without "passivization", subjects 
3 produced the structure of 'it-V-NP' and '0-V-NP' more frequently than the 'there-V-
I NP pattem'. Since the structure of 'there-V-NP' is the only acceptable structure for 
I English unaccusative verbs, it is interesting that subjects preferred the ungrammatical 
I 
I structures to the grammatical structures. Oshita argues that the reason for their 
preference of ‘it，may relate to the different use of ‘it’ and ‘there，. ‘It’ is more 
common than 'there' in the English input to which leamers are exposed. For example, 
‘it, appears as subjects of weather verbs, sentential subjects, sentence objects and so 
forth. Therefore, 'it' may be considered more NP-like by leamers ofEnglish and was 
! 
overgenerated as a result. Oshita suggests that these structures produced indicate that 
subjects have already mastered the right argument representation. The postverbal 
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:: 
position of the NP argument cannot be explained unless we assume that the sole 
argument ofthese verbs is an internal, but not external argument. 
j A grammaticality judgment task was also developed to find out subjects' judgment of 
！ different English verb classes placed in different structures. The subjects in the study 
are native speakers of Italian, Japanese and English. The verb classes included are 
i • • 
i unergatives, unaccusatives, inchoatives (intransitive versions of ergatives)，and raising 
',i 
； verbs. Two lists of verbs were created for each class, which were tested against six 
> 
different structures, except for raising verbs which were tested in four structures only. 
.:1 
j (62) Structures in which non-raising verbs occur: 
•i •j 
a. NP-V 
b. NP-be + Ven 
I c. there-V-NP 
i d. it-V-NP 
e. 0 -V-NP 
！ f. NPi -V-NP2 
f 
Structures in which raising verbs occur 
g. NP-V-to-infinitive clause 
h. NP-be+Ven-to-infinitive clause 
i. it-V-that-clause 
j. it-be+Ven-that clause 
Regarding passivization of different types of verbs, L2 English leamers have relative 
difficulty in rejecting mispassivized unaccusative verbs than inchoative verbs. In 
I contrast, the NP-V word order is acceptable for unaccusatives, inchoatives and 
unergatives. The results show a tendency of L2 leamers in avoiding unaccusative 
verbs occurring in the target NP-V order. They considered unaccusative verbs as 






\ transitivization, Italian and Japanese subjects have a tendency to accept non-target 
transitivization for English unaccusative verbs. However, they were able to reject 
ungrammatical transitivization with unergative verbs more easily. Verbs of 
appearance and disappearance were found to be more susceptible to transitivization 
than verbs of existence. As for the postverbal NP structures, Italian subjects accepted 
postverbal NP structures with a covert or overt expletive subject as predicted. 
i 
』 The validity of the previous explanations on the issue of mispassivized unaccusative 
verb constructions were also examined. Of the five explanations outlined in (63), 
Oshita argues that only (e) holds true. The others are inadequate explanations which 
should be modified. 
(63) a. Overgeneralization of adjectival passive formation (as analyzed by Hubbard 
j and Hix 1988, and Hubbard 1994) 
i 
j b. Lexical reanalysis ofunaccusatives, possibly based on L2 leamers' (presumed) 
] 
I conceptual limitation (as suggested by Yip 1990) 
j 
c. Identification of the passive morphology and the lack of logical subject (as 
suggestedby Zobl 1989) 
! [ 
d. Direct transfer from similar L1 structures such as Italian “passato prossimo，， 
,i 
.;j 
j and French "passe compose" (as suggested by Hubbard and Hix 1988) 
I e. Signaling ofsyntactic NP-movement (as analyzed by Yip 1990，Zobl 1989) 
vii) Balcom (1997) 
Based on Zobl's (1989) study on the inappropriate passive morphology in unaccusative 
verbs in the English writing ofL2 leamers, Balcom conducts an experiment to examine 
unaccusativity in IL grammar. 
I 
i Two tasks were administered to 38 university students whose L1 was Chinese in 
1 
j Balcom's study: (i) a grammaticality judgment task and (ii) a cloze passage. In the 
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ungrammatical or not sure and make corrections to the ungrammatical ones. She 
included the following verb types in the test: 
(64) a. Experiential verbs with a hhuman] Theme subject. 
j e.g. The riot occurred after the police officers had been acquitted. 
\ b. Experiential verbs with a [+human] Experiencer subject. 
"j e.g. The child underwent the operation, even though it was expensive, 
i 
c. Psych-verbs with a [-human】 Theme subject which is a Cause. 
I e.g. The results pleased the student, although the professor was unhappy. 
] 
i d. Psych verbs with a [+human] Experiencer subject. 
e.g. Many people like their coffee before they get out ofbed. 
e. Unaccusative verbs with transitive counterparts (Theme subject) 
I e.g. *The door was closed smoothly because Mary has remembered to oil the 
； hinges, 
j 
:i f. Middle constructions (Theme object), 
j e.g. This bread cuts easily when it isn't frozen solid. 
I 
I g. Verbs with an Instrument subject. 
I e.g. The key will open the door if you insert it properly, 
,j 
h. Verbs of measure (Theme subject) 
I e.g. *This dress was only cost $40, because Janet bought it on sale. 
I 
i. Stative unaccusative verbs (Theme subject). 
e.g. *This soup was tasted good after the cook had added some salt. 
i In the grammaticality judgment task, it was found that ‘be’ + en was accepted 
significantly more often with middle constructions (71%)，paired unaccusative verbs 
(37%), measure verbs (21%), experiential verbs (-human) (18%) and stative verbs 
(18%). Since all these have a theme subject and describe a state or change of state, 
they are by definition unaccusatives. (Grimshaw, 1990) The differences in accepting 








In the cloze test, subjects are required to fill in the 39 blanks with the base form of the 
verb provided. The same verb types are used in the judgment task. Again, 
significant differences in the use of ‘be’ + en was found with unaccusative verbs and 
other verb types. 22.5% ofthe 'be' + en were found with measure verbs and 13.5% 
^ were found with paired unaccusative verbs. Besides the overgeneralization of 
passives to unaccusative verbs, the transitive/unaccusative alternation was 
overgeneralized to verbs like 'destroy' and ‘include’，as in (65). 
(65) a. _and almost all major businesses destroyed. 
b. ...that my own home on Devon Row included in the destruction. 
Significant difference was found between L2 leamers and the controls which suggest 





Subjects in the study were also found to produce novel unaccusatives in their writing: 
j 
j (66) a. Many students involve in plagiarism but they do not consider their behaviour 
i 
j as cheating. 
i b. The main issue in the World Summit which held in Rio de Janeiro... 
•:i j 
Balcom suggests that there is a semantic constraint in the use of verbs which can help 
L2 leamers (retreat, (Pinker 1989:296) from the overgeneralized grammar to the target 
grammar. He follows Pinker (1989) in suggesting that novel forms are made through 
productive broad-range rules, and narrow range rules/constraints can be acquired 
j through linguistic experience and generalization from lexical entries, which finally 
results in the adult state. Applying this to L2 learning, Balcom suggests that L2 
leamers have the correct lexical representations for both subclasses of unaccusatives, 
I with novel unaccusative verbs derived by detransitivization and unaccusative verbs 
] 
with 'be'+ en by causativization and/or passivization. These overgeneralizations can 





(i) Detransitivization is restricted to verbs whose action can occur without the presence 
of an agent (Levin & Rappaport，1995:103), (ii) lexical causatives must be the result of 
direct causation (Pinker 1989) and (iii) logical objects must be affected for the 
I application of the passive rule. If L2 leamers cannot acquire these constraints, 
Balcom believes that the non-target ‘be + en, would become fossilized. 
-; 
I 
] 1.3 Research Issues 
1 
i The following research questions are to be addressed in the study: 
1 
I 1. Do middle constructions pose acquisition problems to L2 leamers? To what extent 
1 do the leamers make use ofmiddles and unaccusatives in their IL? What are their IL 
1 
I structural variants and how do they inform us of the acquisition problems posed by 
I . 
, middles and unaccusatives? And how do leamers judge middles and unaccusatives 
i I 
j against different related structures in the grammaticality task? 
i 
j 
I 2. What are the developmental patterns of middles and unaccusative verbs? Is there 
any difference in the developmental pattem of acquiring middles and unaccusatives? 
Do low level leamers have more difficulties and high level leamers less difficulties? 
I 
.1 
3. What is the role ofLl in acquiring English middles and unaccusatives? 
4. How do we account for the acquisition problem posed by the two structures? 
While there have been quite a number of studies on the acquisition of unaccusativity, 
there are few on middles in the literature. This study, in contrast, studies both the 
middle construction and the unaccusative verbs and tries to find out the structural 






Previous studies on unaccusativity have primarily looked at corpus and grammaticality 
judgment data and the structures investigated in these studies are limited (Zobl 1989, 
Yip 1995，Hirakawa 1995, Oshita 1997, Balcom 1997). Most of the studies are 
mainly concerned with whether L2 learners accept the target structure or not and the 
j major non-target structure discussed in these studies is passivization. However, the 
: acceptance of target unaccusative verbs in the intransitive constructions does not 
j necessarily mean that L2 leamers have the correct representation of unaccusative verbs. 
1 To find out whether L2 leamers have such knowledge, the resultative construction and 
1 'X's way’ construction were included. The resultative construction is a diagnostic 
which determines the argument structure of middles and unaccusative verbs. Only 
verbs which take objects can occur in resultative constructions. Since unaccusative 
i verbs and middles have an underlying argument, they can occur in the resultative 
Y construction. 'X's way, construction is the diagnostic which help distinguishes 
unaccusative verbs from unergative verbs. Unergative verbs can occur in the 'X's 
I way' construction because they can assign case to non-subcategorized objects while 
•j 




j To investigate whether L2 leamers can distinguish between passive verbs and 
unaccusative verbs, purpose clauses and Z>j;-phrases were also included in the study. 
If L2 leamers know the distinction between them, they should reject the 
ungrammaticality of unaccusative verbs taking purpose clauses and Zj_y-phrases. In 
Oshita (1997), null subject and expletive constructions were found to be used by L2 
leamers with unaccusative verbs. In this study, both constructions were also included 























As mentioned in 1.2.3，English unaccusative verbs pose serious acquisition problems 
to L2 leamers. Previous studies also show that L2 leamers overextend passivization 
I 
to such verbs (Zobl 1989，Yip 1995, Hirakawa 1995，Oshita 1997，Balcom 1997). 
How do the syntactic properties of middles and unaccusative verbs make the 
I acquisition task so difficult for L2 leamers? Are there any similarities between the 
] 
i passive constructions and unaccusative verbs? 
In this chapter, the similarities shared by the passive constructions, middle 
constructions and unaccusative verbs will be examined in order to find out the nature 
of the acquisition problem. Yip (1995) notes that though Chinese has a class of 
unaccusative verbs which are similar to those of English, positive L1 transfer did not 
occur. How about middles? Is there L1 transfer in the acquisition of middles? A 
comparison made between L1 and L2 is called for in order to address this issue. The 
\、 
kind of difficulties posed by both structures will also be discussed. 
;i 
2.2 Why is it Difficult to Acquire Middles and Unaccusative Verbs? 
2.2.1 Common Properties shared by Passives, Middles and 
Unaccusative Verbs 
I 
Passivization is a structure frequently employed by ESL leamers to represent the 
meanings encoded by unaccusative verbs, as reported in previous L2 studies in the 








Passives, middles and unaccusatives share the following similarities: i) all of them are 
\ intransitive on the surface, ii) they all lack an external argument on surface and iii) the 
‘ internal argument appears in the subject position The syntactic configurations of 
I 1 
\ these structures are illustrated below: 
. (67) a. Paired Unaccusatives : The ball rolled down the hill. 
】 b. Unpaired Unaccusatives : The car arrived. 
s 
\ C. Middle Construction : The bread cuts easily, 
s d. Passive Construction : The cake was eaten. 
In all of the sentences above, the sole argument has the role of theme or patient and 
appears as the surface subject. The subjects in (a)-(d) are all derived subjects which 
are the deep structure objects (Burzio 1986, Keyser and Roeper 1984) with NP 
, movement involved. 
The diagnostic 'resultative construction' groups middles, unaccusative verbs and 
passives together. As mentioned in Section 1.2.2, resultative phrases are claimed to 
be 'predicated of the immediately post-verbal NP, but may not be predicated of a 
subject or of an oblique complement.' Middles, unaccusative verbs and passives are 
the potential counterexamples to Direct Object Restriction (DOR), as in (68), (69) and 
(70) respectively: 
(68) a. The table wipes clean easily. 
b. This metal pounds flat easily. 
(69) a. The prisoners froze to death. 
b. The time the curtain rolled open on the court of the Caesars... 
[Olivia (D. Bussy), Olivia, 35] 
(70) a. She was shaken awake by the earthquake. 
I b. The floor had also been swept quite clean, ofdebris... , 
[P. Klass, other women's children, 165] 
(Levin & Rappaport 1995) 
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： Thus, the resultative construction groups passives, middles and unaccusative verbs 
together. They all involve NP movement and leave a trace in the place where the NP 
moves from. 
According to Yip (1995), the reason why passivization is frequently employed by ESL 
leamers has to do with the typological organization of English. In English, there is a 
canonical mapping between grammatical relations and theta-roles: agent-subject and 
theme-object. Since passive constructions have a similar syntactic configuration to 
that ofmiddles and unaccusative verbs and are very productive in English, L2 leamers 
may hypothesize that an object / theme appearing in the subject position should be 
marked as passive. Fillmore (1968) claimed that when a theme appears as the surface 
i subject which is a marked subject choice, as in passives, the verb has special 
1 morphological marking to indicate the change in grammatical relations. However, 
！ middles and unaccusative verbs represent an exception to this rule. Now, let's 
j 






2.2.2 The Differences between Passives, Middles and Unaccusatives 
I 
Though passives, middles and unaccusatives share some similarities, they exhibit 
i‘ 
I different behaviour. Middles and unaccusatives fail to control a purpose clause and 
neither ofthem allow a following Z>j;-phrase. Passive constructions, on the other hand, 
allow control into the purpose clause. 
Passives 
(71) a. The price of flats was increased last month. 
b. The price of flats was increased by the landlord last month. 
c. The price of flats was increased to get rid of the tenants. 
Unaccusative Verbs 
(72) a. The price offlats increased last month. 
*b. The price of flats increased by the landlord last month, 





(73) a. The meat cuts nicely. 
*b. The meat cuts nicely by the butcher, 
*c. The meat cuts nicely to attract customers. 
Jaeggli (1986) and Roberts (1987) have proposed that the external theta-role of the 
passive verb is absorbed by the passive morphology. When the ^;-phrase is present, 
the external theta-role is transmitted to it. When it is absent as in agentless passives, 
the external theta-role is still present but is absorbed by the passive morpheme. This 
can account for why passives allow control into a purpose clause, since there is an 
implicit agent which is absent in unaccusative verbs. 
！ The middle construction predicates the property held of the theme subject and it 
behaves like stative verbs. Smith (1993) notes that ‘states，are incompatible with the 
• expression of agency. One will not possess a property intentionally. Even if we 
h change the theme subject to an agent subject, the construction is still ungrammatical. 
I The sentence which predicates a property of the person is still incompatible with agent-
i oriented expression: 
！ (74) *She is quite tall to attract boys. 
Though the theme appears in the subject position in both middle constructions and 
unaccusative verb constructions, it lacks morphological marking as in the passives. 
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2.3 A Comparison of the Middles and Unaccusative Verbs in L1 
% 
I and L2 
•I 
2.3.1 The Issue of L1 Transfer 
L2 leamers come to the acquisition task with knowledge of at least one language, i.e. 
^ their mother tongue. The prior experience in their mother tongue will exert influence 
j on their L2 grammar. When will transfer take place? What kinds of structure are 
"•V 




Schachter (1992) views the process of transfer as a constraint imposed by previous 
I knowledge and other general cognitive processes. As she puts it, ‘Transfer is a 
facilitating and a limiting condition on the hypothesis testing process, but it is not in 
and ofitselfaprocess.，(Schachter 1992:32) 
Zobl (1980) argues that transfer and developmental influences are interrelated. If 
there is a similar pattem in the leamers' first language which corresponds to the 
developmental stage of learning a second language, the leamer will use that pattem or 
structure longer in his interlanguage. He cites Spanish speakers' simple preverbal 
negation in English as an example. Since simple preverbal negation exists in the 
1 
j leamers' L1, the leamers' IL is subject to L1 influence. If the mother tongue of the 
1 
j L2 leamers does not have simple preverbal negation, they will still demonstrate such 
1 
pattem of negation but it may not last long. 
I 
I 
‘ Andersen (1983) proposed the 'Transfer to somewhere' principle and the following are 
the necessary conditions for transfer to take place: (a) natural acquisitional principles 
j 
I are consistent with the L1 structure or (b) there is positive evidence in the L2 which 







j The first condition corresponds to Zobl's idea that the L1 structure which is consistent 
with developmental tendencies is more transferable. 
All the above views on ‘transfer，have one thing in common: If there exists in L1 the 
particular structure needed, ‘transfer’ will be facilitated. In the following sections, the 
middles and unaccusative verbs in Cantonese will be examined. Does similarity in 
I structure facilitate transfer? The following analysis will shed light on this. 
2.3.2 Middles in Cantonese 
j 
In the literature, few studies have looked at the middle constructions in Chinese. 
Though controversies arise as to the status ofthe potential middle constructions, Song 
I 
I (1994) and Ji (1995) argue that Chinese middle constructions are marked by the verbal 
|, 
affix qilai. The Cantonese counterpart of qilai is heilei or heisoenglei. 
I 
. 1 i 




(75) Zhe-ben shu nian qilai hen rongyi. 
) this-CL book read qilai very easy 
‘This book reads easily.' 
I (76) Zhe-ge xingli yun qilai hen rongyi. 
i this-CL luggage transport qilai very easy 
‘This luggage transports easily.， 
(77) Zhe-ben shu mai qilai hen kuai. 
this-CL book sell qilai very quick 
‘This book sells quickly. ’ 
The idea ofhaving qilai as a middle marker is based on crosslinguistic studies showing 
..1 
j that the middle construction is often marked by a middle marker, as in some European 
languages. (Cinque 1988, Keyser and Roeper 1984, Manzini 1986，Rosen 1990，Wehrli 







German, as the following examples show: 
(78) Questo legno si taglia bene. 
‘This wood cut easily.’ 
(79) Cet appareil se manie difficilement. 
‘This appliance handles with difficulty.， 
I (80) Das Buch liest sich leicht. 
I ‘ This book reads easily.， 
i 
I The morpheme qilai has been noted for its different grammatical functions as early as 
j in Chao (1968). Qilai consists oftwo morphemes and the literal translation ofwhich 
i 
is up {qi) and come {lai). It is natural that the main function of qilai is a directional 
'j 
complement. Heilei/heisoenglei in Cantonese also shares these functions.^ 
(81) tiu heilei/heisoenglei. 
jump up. 
(82) kei heilei/heisoenglei. 
stand up. 
二 “ (83) zaat heilei/heisoenglei. 
J bundle up. 
^ 
辞 
1 Another is an inchoative use, as in the following examples:^ ® 
1 «* •、 
~M 
i(84) Keoidei waan gan ge sihau dakjinzigaang haam heilei/heisoenglei. they play ASP ge time suddenly cry heilei/heisoenglei ^ ‘They were playing but suddenly they started crying, 
j (85) Ni go sailou maanmaan dong si heilei/heisoenglei. 
j This CL child gradually understand things heilei/heisoenglei 
j ‘The child is getting more and more mature.’ 
丨 
} 
9 Examples (81) and (82) are the Cantonese translations ofthose in Song (1994) and (83) in Chao 
(1968). 






(86) Keoi dakjinzigaan haam heilei/heisoenglei. 
i She suddenly cry heilei/heisoenglei 
‘ She suddenly started crying. ’ 
.i 





I Song (1994) identifies one more function of qilai(heilei/heisoenglei in Cantonese). 
I According to him, it is a subordinator which introduces a subordinate clause with an 
•j 
j 
•I interpretation of ‘whenever，and 'when'. 
•j 
！ (87) Keoi zou hei si lei/soenglei hou jingzan. 
I She does hei things lei/soenglei very serious 
I 'Whenever she perform her duties, she is very serious. 
.1 j 
I (88) Keoi nau hei lei/soenglei hai jen dou pa zo keoi. 
i She angry hei lei/soenglei is men DOU afraid ASP her 
‘When she gets angry, everybody is frightened. 
！ 
Heilei/heisoenglei can function as a discontinuous morpheme. When the verb is 
intransitive, heilei/heisoenglei would follow the verb, as in (86). When the verb is 
'i 
transitive, the direct object can only appear between hei and lei/soenglei, as illustrated 
by the grammaticality of (89) and (90) and the ungrammaticality of (91) and (92):" 
i 
(89) paak hei sau lei/soenglei. 
clap hei hand lei/soenglei 
'start to applaud' 
j (90) coeng hei go lei/soenglei. 
I sing hei song lei/soenglei 
•j 'start to sing' 
1 
• •； 
(91) *coeng go heilei/heisoenglei. 
sing song hei lei/heisoenglei 
1 1 ) i 
•| (92) * paak sau heilei/heisoenglei. 
clap hands heilei/heisoenglei 
\ 




As noted by Song (1994), if the direct object is too long, the second morpheme 
lei/soenglei becomes optional.^ ^ 
'1 
(93) coeng hei go *(lei/soenglei) 
'1 sing hei song *(lei/soenglei) 
.； ..i "') 
] (94) coeng hei go sau hou hou teng ge zong man mango (lei/soenglei). 





Obviously, the function ofheilei/heisoenglei in (75)-(77), repeated here as (95)-(96), is 
:| .i 
j different from the functions just mentioned. 
I (95) Ni bun syu duk heilei/heisoenglei hou jongji. 
I 、this CL book read heilei/heisoenglei very easy 
‘This book reads easily.’ 
(96) Ni gin hanglei wan heilei/heisoenglei hou jongji. 
this CL luggage transport heilei/heisoenglei very easy 
‘This luggage transports easily.’ 
.| 
j (97) Ni bun syu maai heilei/heisoenglei hou faai. 
this CL book sell heilei/heisoenglei very quick 
'This book sells quickly.， 
Semantically, heilei/heisoenglei in (95)-(97) does not have a directional or inchoative 
j reading and it is not a subordinator with the interpretation of ‘whenever，and ‘when，, 
j 
] i 
j In fact, the heilei/heisoenglei in the Cantonese middle constructions is a kind of 
•I 
I "evaluational heilei/heisoenglei” which introduces an evaluation or comment toward 
j the subject with regard to the carrying out ofthe action predicated. 'Evaluational' is a 
'^  
j 
i term used in Chang (1993)'s work. However, we have to distinguish between two 
:! 
j types of evaluative heilei/heisoenglei. Let's consider the following examples: 
'i 
(98) Ni go baau sik heilei/heisoenglei hou tim. 
J this CL bread eat heilei/heisoenglei hou sweet 
(Lit.) 'The bread eats sweet.’ 
12 The examples are the Cantonese translations of those in Song (1994). 
； 
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.1 (99)Ni fuk waa maai heilei/heisoenglei hou faai. 
:i this CL picture sell heilei/heisoenglei very fast 
I ‘This picture sells quickly.， 
i 
J Though (98) and (99) are similar in sentence structure, differences do exist in the 
•j 
relationship between the predicate and the theme argument in the sentences, as 
illustrated in the following examples: 
(100) a. *sik ni go baau hou tim. 
eat this CL bread very sweet 
‘(Lit.) The eating of this loafofbread is sweet.’ 
b. Maai ni fuk waa hou faai. 
sell this CL picture very fast 
i ‘The picture sells quickly. ’ 
i 
In (b), a kind of verb-object relationship between the main predicate and the theme 
argument exists but this is not available in (a). In (b), the adverbial phrase predicates 
i； 
_^^^ 
the carrying out of the action whereas in (a), it modifies the subject NP 'the bread，. 
Therefore, (101) is possible whereas (102) is not: 
(101) hou tim ge baau 
very sweet POSS bread 
‘a very sweet bread' 
(102) *hou faai ge syu 
very fast POSS book 
'a very fast book' 
Only 'evaluational heilei/heisoenglei' which predicates the carrying out of the action 
i 
can be regarded as the middle marker to mark the middle construction. 
i 
：! 
j The heilei/heisoenglei can make the external argument inert, as it introduces a 
comment on the internal argument of the verb with regard to the carrying out of the 
predicate. In Cantonese, heilei/heisoenglei has this function and it also conveys the 
meaning of a gap between imagination and reality. For example, 
(103) Ni bun syu duk heilei/heisoenglei hou jung-ji. 








i This sentence implies that the reader originally thinks that the book is not so easy to 
read but when he reads it, he finds that it is easy to read. 
.；! J ^ 
How do we show that sentences with 'the evaluational heilei/heisoenglei, marks the 
middle constructions in Cantonese? Like the English middle constructions, a 
modifier is essential for the well-formedness of the middle construction." 
(104)*Ni zoen zau jam heilei/heisoenglei. 
this bottle wine drink heilei/soenglei. 
*‘This bottle ofwine drinks.’ 
j :i 
(105) Ni zoen zau jam heilei/heisoenglei houci cingseoi. 
this bottle wine drink heilei/heisoenglei like water. 
‘This bottle of wine drinks like water.' 
(106) * Ni bun syu duk heileiAieisoenglei. 
this CL book read heilei/heisoenglei. 
*‘This book reads.’ 
(107) Ni bun syu duk heilei/heisoenglei hou jungji. 
this CL book read heilei/heisoenglei very easy. 
‘This book reads easily.’ 
Besides, the Cantonese middle construction has an implied agent,^^ 
(108) a. Gwaanjyu zigei ge syu duk heilei/heisoenglei hou kwannaan. 
about oneself POSS book read heilei/heisoenglei very awkward. 
‘Books about oneselfreads poorly.， 
b. Paiping zigei ge bougou se heilei/heisoenglei m jungji. 
criticize oneself DE report write heileL^eisoenglei not easy. 
‘A report criticizing oneself does not write easily.， 
I 13 Examples (104) and (105) are the Cantonese translations of those in Song (1994) and (106) and (107) 
I 
j arethoseinJi(1995). 







According to Binding Condition A (Chomsky 1981), an anaphor must be licensed in 
the minimal category containing it, the governor and the accessible subject. In order 
••) 
j for zigei to be licensed, we need an antecedent which is supposed to be the external 
I 
argument of the verb. In (a), the external argument is the one who reads the book 
:i t 
i and in (b), it is the one who writes the report. However, the existence of the agent is 
1 
implicit but not syntactically realized. We can only infer their existence from the 
1 transitive verb duk and se. duk and se are transitive verbs that require an agent which 
.i •i 
is semantically implied in the middle construction. 
The Cantonese middle does not allow agent-oriented adverbial expressions, as shown 
j 
j in the following sentences.^ ^ 
(109)Ni pin manzoeng duk heilei/heisoenglei hou gamjarb^  *gamdung. 
I this CL article read heilei/heisoenglei very moving/ moved, 
i '(Lit.) The book reads moving/ *moved. 
Gamjan (moving, is a theme-oriented expression but gamdung (moved，is agent or 
i experience oriented. (Ji 1995). The former refers to the property or nature of the 
theme which moves the experiencer while the latter refers to the agent who is moved. 
As Ji (1995) puts, "The difference lies in that the former is a generic causative psych-
verb, and it encodes a generic causee, whereas the latter is a resultative causative 
psych-verb which is not generic.' Since middle constructions are non-eventive and 
1 




The middle constructions in Cantonese and English are very similar. However, 
I . . 
- differences do exist between the Cantonese and the English middles. For example, 
not all verbs can undergo middle formation. There are cases when middle 
1 
constructions are allowed in Cantonese, but not in English, as reflected from the 
15 Example (109) is the Cantonese translation of that in Ji (1995). 
�’. 
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I (110) a. * The answer knows easily. 
] b. * Daapon zidou heileiAieisoenglei hou jungji. 
answer know heilei/heisoenglei very easy. 
^ 
(111) a. * French leams easily. 
b. Faatman hok heilei^ieisoenglei houjungji. 
French leam heileiy1ieisoenglei very easy. 
4 
(112) a. * This job does easily. 
b. Ni fan gung zou heilei/lieisoenglei houjungji. 
j thisCL job do heilei/heisoenglei very easy. 
(113) a. Simple stories tell easily. 
b. Gaandaan ge guzai gong heileiAieisoenglei houjungji. 
simple POSS story tell heilei/heisoenglei very easy. 
The unacceptable English middle sentences tum out to have well-formed counterparts 
in Cantonese. Song (1994) employed the idea of the Affectedness Constraint (Jaeggli 
1986) to account for this in Mandarin. 
(114) If a complement ofX is unaffected, it is impossible to eliminate the external 
theta role of X. 
This is a principle used to determine the types of verbs which can undergo middle 
formation. It is ‘verb affectedness' which determines whether the external theta role 
I 
can be eliminated or not. If a complement undergoes changes as a result of receiving 
j 
the influence caused by the verb, the external theta role can be eliminated. On the 
1 
1 
other hand, ifthe complement is unaffected, the external argument will remain there. 
：? 
However, this is not universally applicable because it fails to account for the sentences 
above. ‘The story，，‘the job，and ‘French’ are the affected object in Cantonese but it 
I 
















is not the case in English. Song (1994) argues that different languages have different 
concepts of 'affectedness'. Chinese considers 'the language' and 'a story，as 
something concrete which can be affected abstractly. This can be verified by the BA 
construction: 
(115) a. Lisi ba Fawen xue de hen chedi. 
i Lisi BA French leam DE very thorough. 
'Lisi learned French thoroughly. ’ 
i 
b.Lisi ba zhejian gongzuo zuo wan le. 
i Lisi BA this-CL job do finish ASP. 
i ‘Lisi has finished doing his job.’ 
c. Lisi ba zhe ge gushi shuo chuqu le. 
Lisi BA this-CL story tell out ASP. 
‘Lisi gave out the story. (He didn't keep it as a secret.) 
I 
The merit of Song's account is that he can use only one principle--the Affectedness 
Constraint to account for the behaviours of middles crosslinguistically. However, as 
seen from the above, there are sentences which cannot be explained by the principle. 
Ji provides an intralinguistic account for the situation. Let's illustrate her analysis 
with the following Cantonese examples: 
(116) a. * Daapon zidou heilei/heisoenglei hou jongji. 
answer know heilei/heisoenglei very easy 
* 'The answer knows easily.’ 
] b. * Keoi zidou hei daapon lei/seonglei. 
he know-hei-answer-lei. 
j ‘He started to know the answer.’ 
i 
7 i 
i Ji suggests that the basic meaning of qilai (with its Cantonese counterpart 
i 
heilei//heisoenglei), which expresses an upward or an inchoative meaning, is 
1 
incompatible with stative verbs like zidou (know), jungjau (P0SSQSS), geng (fear). 
Therefore, we have the ungrammatical sentences in (116). However, she argues that 
the heilei/heisoenglei in the middle constructions is an "evaluational 






verbs are incompatible with the heileilheisoenglei in the middle constructions, it has 




：5 i ] 
\ Ji continues to use such analysis to explain another difference between the Chinese and 
the English middles. This also applies to the Cantonese middles. English middles 
1 can take resultative verbs, as shown in (117) but this is not possible in Cantonese, as 
reflectedin(118).i7 
I (117) a. This envelope steams open easily. 
•； b. Plastic tires wear flat easily. 
c. These buildings bum down easily. 
(Pesetsky 1990) 
(118)a.*Sai ge syuzi zit-tyun heilei/heisoenglei houjungji. 
small POSS twig bend-break heilei/heisoenglei very easy 
‘Twigs break easily., 
b.*Minbaau cit seoi heilei/heisoenglei houjungji. 
bread cut pieces heilei/heisoenglei very easy 
'The bread cuts into pieces easily., 
However, Cantonese resultative verbs can occur in the tough construction, as in 
I M.18 
I h 
(119)a.*Sai ge syuzi zit-tyun heilei/heisoenglei houjungji. 
small POSS twig bend-break heilei/heisoenglei very easy. 
‘ Twigs break easily. ’ 
b. Sai ge syuzi houjungji zit-tyun. 
small POSS twig very easy bend-break. 
‘Twigs are easy to break.’ 
j 
！ 
• i j 
17 xhe examples are the Cantonese translations of those in Ji (1995). 




j Since the middle construction stands in a paraphrasal relationship with the tough 
^ 
I 
i construction (Jones 1983)，the acceptability of resultative verbs in the tough 
i constructions and their unacceptability in the middle constructions need to be 
accounted for. Song (1994) postulates the following condition to account for it. 
(120) A compound verb cannot obtain more than two elements. 
‘ To account for the example in (117), Ji (1995) resorts to the basic meaning of qilai (hei 
lei/heisoenglei) again. She claims that the basic meaning of qilai (heileilheisoenglei) 
(directional and inchoative use) requires activity verbs. Since resultative verbs 
i encode accomplishment and achievement situations (Smith 1993), they are 
:| incompatible with qilai (heilei/heisoenglei). This analysis is simpler than Song's 
account because there is no need to stipulate another independent condition to account 
for the phenomenon. Thus, Ji's analysis can account for the two constraints on the 
Chinese middle formation in the meantime. 
Another difference is that the agent in the Cantonese middle sentences seems to be able 
to appear overtly, as in (121).^ ^ 
(121)a.Ni gaa ce Leisei saulei heilei/heisoenglei houjungji. 
this CL car Leisei repair heilei/heisoenglei very easy. 
‘This car repairs easily for Lisi.， 
i b.Ni bun syu Leisei fangyik heilei/heisoenglei houjungji. 
j this CL book Leisei translate heilei/heisoenglei very easy. 







( This is impossible in English. Instead, as seen from the English translations, a for-
j phrase is added to express agency. If 'Leisei ‘ is treated as the subject, the sentence 
•| 
..！ 
can be considered as a topic comment structure, with an overt subject 'Leisei ’ after the 
j 
j topic NP but it is not a middle cosntruction. Song (1994) argues that the subject 
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(122) a. Ni bun syu deoi Leisei lei gong faanjik heileiAieisoenglei houjungji. 
this CL book for Leisei particle translate heilei/heisoenglei very easy. 
b.Ni gaa ce deoi Leisei lei gong saulei heilei/heisoenglei houjungji. 
this CL car for Leisei particle repair heilei/heisoenglei very easy. 
‘ 
According to Song (1994)，the seemingly overt agent in the Chinese middle 
construction is in fact the PP adjunct identical to the for-phrase in English middles. 
t 
1 The bare agent in Chinese middles can alternate with a doei-agent-lei gong PP. 
Whenever we want to emphasize the subject and when the agent NP is too heavy, we 
will use deoi-agent-lei-gong. For example, 
(123) Ni bun syu deoi jamho sau gwo jimgan ge laaidingman fanlin ge hokze lei 
gong, faanjik heilei/heisoenglei jing goi wui houjungji. 
this CL book for any receive ASP strict Latin language training COMP scholar 
translate heilei/heisoenglei should very easy. 
‘This book translates easily for anyone who received strict training in Latin.’ 
In fact, ‘Deoi Leisei lei gong’ can never found to appear with a subject NP. 
(124)a.*Deoi Leisei lei gong gong hei jingman heilei/heisoenglei daaigaa dou tautung. 
for LeiSei Particle speak hei English heileL^eisoenglei everybody all headache 
b. *Deoi Leisei lei gong gong hei jingman heilei/heisoenglei hou laanlek. 
for Leisei Particle speak hei English heileiy^eisoenglei rather conceited. 
As shown from the contrast above, putting a subject NP into the 'Doei...lei gong PP' to 
i 
indicate agency is not possible in Cantonese. Song believes that the seemingly overt 
j agent in Chinese middle constructions is in fact the adjunct PP identical to the for-
.i 'i 
phrase in English. 
Fellbaum (1985) examined the question as to the constraints on the presence of 
adverbs in middle construction. She found that those middles where the non-given 








i feasibility per se is asserted, the adverb is not needed. For example, (125) can be a 
valid statement without an adverb because all umbrellas fold up. 
(125) This umbrella folds up. 
(126) The seat belt adjusts. 
1 
I However, this is not the case as in the Cantonese middle constructions, 
i 
丨 (127) a. * Ni pin manzoeng duk heilei/heisoenglei. 
this CL article read heilei/heisoenglei. 
1 b. * Ni bun syu maai heilei/heisoenglei. 
this CL book sell heilei/heisoenglei. 
I 
j The sentences in (127) are in fact incomplete sentences while the sentences without a 
j modifier in English is still complete. A modifier is needed to provide more 
I information but a modifier is needed in the Cantonese middles to make them complete. 
、丨 
i • 
As seen from the above discussion, both Cantonese and English middles demonstrate 
all the necessary properties of the middle construction. It always requires a modifier; 
It has an implied agent but does not allow agent-oriented adverbials. However, the 
realizations of these properties and the derivation of middles in Cantonese and English 
are not quite the same. First of all, the resultative construction is a reliable diagnostic 
for distinguishing middles, unaccusatives and transitive verbs which subcategorize 
objects from unergative verbs which do not have objects. Middles in Cantonese 
I 
j should also be able to occur in the resultative construction. However, Cantonese 
middles fail to occur in resultative constructions whereas they are able to occur in the 
tough movement construction. Besides, it is also noted that some verbs which can 
occur in the English middle constructions cannot occur in Cantonese middles. There 
are cases when middles are allowed in Cantonese but not in English and vice versa, as 
illustrated in 2.3.2 above. Finally, the absence of the overt middle marker in English 
but obligatory presence of 'heilei/heisoenglei' in Cantonese make the acquisition of 












j though it is not a sufficient condition for transfer to take place. In English, the 
j absence of the middle marker which is obligatory in Cantonese middles, predicts the 




2.3.3 Unaccusative Verbs in Cantonese 
Chinese also has a class of verbs which share similar properties with English 
unaccusative verbs. Li (1985) has analyzed Chinese verbs denoting presence, 
appearance and disappearance as ergatives. The Cantonese counterparts are included 
in parenthesis. 
(128) a. Presence : you (jau) 'have', zhan (kei) 'stand', ^  (cou) ‘sit, 
tang (fan) 'lie',輕(gua) 'hang', fang，etc. 
,'' 
b. Appearance : \m (lei)'come', d m (coek) ‘come out', xia (dit) ‘fall， 
jm Qap) 'enter', d ^ (dou) ‘arrive，，etc. 
i c. Disappearance : qu (hoi)'go', ^  (sei)'die',輕(zau) 'mn', t ^ 
驾 
！ 
^ (tou)'escape', g ^ (guo) ‘pass，，etc. 
1 _ 
s . 
I Cantonese has paired and unpaired unaccusatives like those in English, as shown in 
: (129) and (130) respectively. « 
5 (129) a. Daddy hoi zo dou mun. 
j daddy open ASP C L door 
:j ‘Daddy opened the door.’ 
J b. Dou mun hoi zo. •j 
i C L door open ASP 
I ‘ The door opened., 
考 (130) a. Syujip dit saai loklei. 
^ leaves fall all down ， 
d 'The leaves fell down.' 
:— *b. Syujip bei fung dit saai loklei. 
;a 
^ leaves PASS wind fall all down 
% • 












Li (1990) argues that these Chinese verbs are like the English ergatives in that they do 
j not assign a subject theta-role, but unlike the English counterparts, they can assign 
accusative case to the subcategorized object. The N P argument of Chinese ergative 
verbs can stay in the object position and receive accusative case, as in (131). 
(131)Kamjat lei-zo sei go jan. 
Yesterday come-ASP four CL people 
,i 'Yesterday there came four people.' 
:i 
i Alternatively, the N P can move to the subject position to receive nominative case. 
I The unaccusatives in English and Chinese involve similar processes, namely NP-
i ！ 
I movement from the object position to the subject position. Therefore, we might 
j 
I expect the target structure to present little problems since the native language also has 
similar structures derived by similar processes. However, this is not the case as 
illustrated above in (130). Though passivization is not allowed for unpaired 
unaccusatives in Cantonese, mispassivization of English unaccusatives can still be 
found, as in (132). 
(132) Immigration and the other difficult problems will be appeared. 
Similar structures or patterns in L1 do not necessarily help us attain the target grammar. 
Yip (1995) claims that interlanguage often takes on a life of its own because it has 
features distinct from both L1 and L2. Example (132) is not traceable to either the L1 




2.4 Predictions of Difficulties posed by both structures 
2.4.1 Middles 












Middles are formed from two-place predicates, namely transitive verbs. Passivization 
is allowed but the target middle construction should be in the intransitive construction. 
Since middles are formed from transitive verbs and have syntactic configuration 
similar to those of unaccusative verbs, passivization of "middles" is expected. 
i 
Though all ofthe following structures are well-formed, it is predicted that L2 leamers 
will accept (b) and (c) more readily. 
(133) a. The car drives easily. 
b. The car is driven easily. 
c. The car can be driven easily. 
b) Transitivization 
。.丨. 
Since middles are formed by transitive verbs, acceptance of transitive verbs in the 
transitive construction rather than in the target middle construction is expected. 
c) Resultative Construction 
Resultative Construction is a diagnostic which distinguishes verbs subcategorizing 
objects from those which do not. Thus, middles and unaccusative verbs which have 
an underlying direct object can occur in the resultative construction whereas unergative 
verbs which lack an internal argument cannot. If L2 leamers have difficulty in 
i 
accepting the middle construction，they will also have problems in accepting middles 
'( 
1 in resultative constructions. 
ii) Production Task 
a) Passivization 
Passivization is predicted to be the most common structure employed by L2 leamers, 
















b) Transitive Construction 
Though the theme N P is given for subjects to start a sentence with, there is still a 
possibility for L2 leamers to replace the theme subject with an agent subject. 
c) Tough Movement Construction 
Tough movement construction is another possible structure L2 leamers will employ. 
Tough movement construction and the middle construction can be interchangably used 
without causing a change in the meaning. An adverb is needed in the middle 
construction whereas an adjective is used in the tough movement construction. The 
i . 
existence of the modifier such as ‘easily, in middle constructions might lead ESL 
leamers to change ‘easily, into ‘easy, and employ the tough movement construction. 
;i 
For example, 
(134) a. T-shirts iron easily. 
b. T shirts are easy to iron. 
2.4.2 Unaccusative Verbs 
i) Judgment Task 
a) Passivization 
J Unaccusative verbs and passive constructions share similar syntactic configurations. 
4 
i “ As mentioned in 2.2.1, both of them lack an external argument on the surface and the 
1 
I internal argument appears as the subject. L2 leamers are familiar with the typological 霸 
^ organization of English: agent-subject, theme-object. Whenever they find an object 
i 
I occurring in the subject position, passive morphology will be used to mark them. 
I" Due to the special syntactic configuration involved, passivization is consistently found 
I 
二 with unaccusative verbs. It should be noted that passivization of paired unaccusative 












b) Transitive Construction 
If subjects accept passive constructions with unpaired unaccusative verbs, the transitive 






c) Purpose Clause and 6j-phrase 
i i 
1 In the judgment task, purpose clauses and Z>j^ -phrases were included to test whether 
'.i 
i subjects are able to distinguish unaccusative verbs from passive verbs. Passive verbs 
.) 
I can take purpose clauses and ^ ;-phrases because there is an implicit agent absorbed in 
I the passive morphology which allows passive verbs to control into purpose clauses and 
licenses the Z53;-phrase. If L2 leamers associate passivization with unaccusative verbs, 
！ they will fail to reject the ungrammaticality of unaccusative verbs taking purpose 
clauses and Zry-phrases. 
d) “X，s way，Construction 
‘X，s way’ construction is a diagnostic which distinguishes unergative verbs from 
unaccusative verbs. Unergative verbs can assign case to non-subcategorized objects 
but unaccusative verbs, as noted by Burzio, because of the lack of external argument, 
fail to assign accusative case. In the grammaticality judgment task, unaccusative 
^ verbs and unergative verbs were tested against the 'X's way' construction. L2 
I ^  leamers are expected to do better with unergative verbs and accept them taking 'X's 
3 way' as a postverbal NP. 
1 
3 e) Resultative Construction 
！ Like middles, unaccusative verbs can occur in the resultative construction because both 
1 7 i 
of them subcategorize an underlying internal argument. If L2 leamers do not accept 
； unaccusative verbs, they will also have difficulty in making target responses in the 
j resultative cosntruction. 








f) Postverbal NP structures 
Besides the passivization of unaccusative verbs, the structures of Postverbal N P like 
'it-be-Ven-NP' (it=expletive) or '0-be-Ven-NP' (0=null subject) were also included to 
3 find out if L2 Cantonese leamers accept these structures with unaccusative verbs. 
Zhou (1991) found that examples like (135)-(136) with passivized transitive verbs 
were widely accepted by Chinese leamers: 
1 
(135) It was beaten Jack (by the girl). 
(136) There was kissed the boy (by Mary). 
(137) 0 Was hit Tom (by the little girl). 
i The expletive construction and the null subject construction were found to be 
frequently produced by secondary students as well as university students in Zhou 
(1991). Structures with and without Z>pphrases were also included. Secondary 
students were found to perform better in structures with Zr^ -phrases while no difference 
was found for university students. 
ii) Production Task 
a) Passivization 
Since unaccusative verbs share similar syntactic configuration with unaccusative verbs, 







An agent may be inserted instead of using the theme N P provided as subject. If L2 
leamers accept passive construction for unaccusative verbs, transitive constructions 
] 





Methodology and Results 
3.1 Experiment 
This chapter presents an empirical study which addresses the research questions 
I outlined in 1.2.4. Two tasks were administered to the subjects: (i) a Grammaticality 
1 Judgment Task and (ii) a Production Task. The grammaticality judgment task was 
. . i 
I designed to tap L2 leamers' knowledge of English middles and the two types of 
unaccusative verbs while the production task aims at eliciting subjects' production of 
,i 




The experimental groups consist of 130 Cantonese ESL leamers who are Hong Kong 
secondary school students from forms two, four and six as well as university freshmen 
and seniors. A standardized placement test^ ^ was used to determine the students' 
level of proficiency. Three ievels of ESL leamers were identified according to the 
results of the placement test, representing elementary, intermediate and advanced 





j 21 The standardized placement test was develped in Malaysia. A very extensive testing programme 
'i 
\ was carried out in Malaysia in a sample of 100 primary and secondary schools in order to determine the 
levels in these schools. A highly-graded cloze test was developed which was able to test pupils of very 
different proficiency levels and the scores were then converted onto the Proficiency M e x Scale. 
Cloze tests are widely used to measure L2 leamers' language proficiency. It is a valid test for eliciting 
subjects' lexical, syntactic, semantic as well as cohesion and organization in a text. Previous studies 
;i 
have indicated a high correlation between cloze tests and established ESL proficiency measures such as 








Table 1 Background Information of the Subjects 
Subjects |Proficiency |Age |Years of Number of subjects 
••( 
I Scores English Instruction 
j Grammaticality Production 
i Judgment Task Task 
I Elementary Leamers (Level 1)~~34-44 12-14 ^ 46 46 
I ^^ _^^ ^^ ^^ _^ ^^ ^^ ^^ __ 
j Intermediate Leamers (Level 2) 45-54 15-17 12-14 49 49 
1 ^ ^ _ _ _ ^ ^ ^ ^ _ _ ^ _ ^ ^ ^ _ ^ _ _ ^ _ ^ _ _ ^ ^ ^ _ ^ _ ^ ^ ^ _ _ _ _ _ _ ^ ^ _ _ ^ , ^ , ^ _ ^ ^ _ _ ^ ^ ^ _ _ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ _ ^ ^ _ _ _ ^ ^ ^ _ _ _ ^ ^ _ ^ ^ _ _ - ^ _ 
！ Advanced Leamers (Level 3) 55-76 18-23~~ 15-20 31 31 
i 
I _ ^ ^ ^ ^ _ _ ^ ^ ^ ^ _ _ ^ ^ _ _ _ ^ ^ _ _ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ _ . - ^ ^ ^ - . . . ^ ^ ^ ^ _ _ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ _ i . ^ ^ _ ^ ^ ^ _ ^ ^ -
I Native Speakers N/A N/A N/A 36 36 




The three groups of subjects were asked to do a placement test first to determine their 
level of proficiency. After completing the placement test, subjects were provided 
with two different versions of the questionnaire. In order to find out whether there is 
丨 any prompting effect on the production of middles and unaccusatives, the 
grammaticality judgment task was placed first in one version and last in another. The 
sentences in each task were randomized, and the tasks were completed in one single 
sitting, one task following another. All subjects were able to finish the questionnaire 






! 3.4 Rationale of the Tasks 
The rationale and the hypothesis concerning the two tasks ofthe experiment are stated 










3.4.1 The Grammaticality Judgment Task 
I The grammaticality judgment task was designed to tap subjects' knowledge of middle 
constructions, unaccusative verbs and unergative verbs. In the grammaticality 




Type 1: Transitives 
^ e.g. cut, scare, wipe, translate 
Type 2: Paired unaccusatives 
e.g. change, break, spill, increase, 
roll, open, melt, dry, freeze, sink 
Type 3: Unpaired Unaccusatives 
e.g. suffer, vanish, arrive, fall, happen 
die, occur, disappear, exist, rise 
Type 4: Unergatives 
e.g. swim, cry, sleep, run, laugh 
i 
The four types ofverbs listed above were tested in different sentence structures. First 
I 
i 
i of all, transitive verbs were tested in four constructions: (a) middle construction, (b) 







j a. The meat cuts nicely. (Middle Construction) 
b. This maid cuts the meat nicely. (Transitive Construction) 
c. The meat was cut nicely. (Passive Construction) 
d. The meat cuts into small pieces nicely. (Resultative Construction) 
As mentioned in the previous chapter, the resultative construction is a diagnostic for 
j middles, unaccusative verbs and transitive verbs. It groups these verb constructions 
j together because they all subcategorize an object. Only verbs which have objects can 
• I 
occur in the resultative construction. Therefore, the resultative construction was 
included to see if L2 leamers recognize the underlying argument structure of middles. 
i 68 
Since middle constructions are formed by transitive verbs, the transitive and the 
passive constructions were included to see if the subjects accept these structures. 
Transitive verbs can occur in all of the above constructions but it is predicted that 
{ leamers will have problems accepting the middle construction in (a) and the resultative 
3 middle construction in (d). 
i •？ 
,.j 
The two types of unaccusative verbs were tested in seven different structures: a) 
intransitive verb construction, b) transitive counterpart, c) passive construction, d) 
j expletive + passivized verb construction, e) null subject construction, f) resultative 
j c ons tmc t i on / t y-ph rase22 , g ) ^x's way，constructiorb^ purpose clause. For example, 
i ( 1 4 0 ) 
Paired Unaccusative verbs 
a. Mary's hairstyle changed every month. (Intransitive Verb Construction) 
b. The barber changed Mary's hairstyle (Transitive Counterpart) 
every month. 
c. Mary's hairstyle was changed every month. (Passive Counterpart) 
*d. It was changed Mary’s hairstyle (Expletive + Passivized Verb 
every month. Construction) 
*e. Recently changed Mary's hairstyle fNull Subject + Unaccusative Verb 
j 
j every month. + N P ) 
i I 
22 Not all unaccusative verbs can occur in the resultative constructions because of their own lexical 
meaning. As Levin & Rappaport (1995) pointed out, 'A resultative phrase is an XP which denotes the 
1 state achieved by the referent of the NP it is predicated as a result of the action denoted by the verb in 
' 1 
1 the resultative construction. ‘ There is a semantic constraint on the type of verbs that can be used in the 
resultative constructions. Verbs which have an inherent sense of ‘change of state，can be used in the 
construction. Unaccusative verbs which have the sense of 'existence', ‘(dis) appearance' or 
'inherently directed motion, like 'die', 'disappear' etc. are incompatible with such a meaning. Since 
some unaccusative verbs cannot take resultative constructions, they will be tested in sentences with by-
phrases. 











I *f. Mary's hairstyle changed by the barber (Unaccusative Verb + ^ ;-phrase) 
every month. 





Paired Unaccusative Verbs 
a. The bottle broke suddenly. (Intransitive Verb Construction) 
i 
I b. The boy broke the bottle. (Transitive Counterpart) 
c.The bottle was broken. (Passive Counterpart) 
i 
'i 
*d. It was broken a bottle suddenly. (Expletive + Passivized Verb) 
^ 
*e. Outside broke a bottle suddenly. (Null Subject + Unaccusative Verb 
+ NP) 
f. The bottle broke into pieces suddenly. (Resultative Construction) 
*g. The bottle broke to let the water out. (Purpose Clause) 
(142) 
Unpaired Unaccusative Verbs 
a. The mirror fell on the ground. (Intransitive Construction) 
*b. Mary fell the mirror on the ground. (Transitive Construction) 
I *c. The mirror was fallen on the ground. (Passive Construction) 
•'i i 
i *d. It was fallen a mirror on the ground. (Expletive + passivized verb) 
1 *e. Just fell a mirror on the ground. Q^ull Subject + Unaccusative Verb 
I + N P ) 
j f. The mirror fell broken on the ground. (Resultative Construction) 












i 1 1 
(143) 
:j Unpaired Unaccusative Verbs 
a. M y wallet disappeared. (Intransitive Construction) 
*b. I disappeared m y wallet. (Transitive Construction) 
1 
;i 
I *c. M y wallet was disappeared. (Passive Construction) 
*d. It disappeared m y wallet. (Expletive Construction) 
) *e. Today disappeared m y wallet. QS[ull Subject + Unaccusative Verb 
！ 
I + N P ) 
j 
i 
*f. M y wallet disappeared by the thief. (Intransitive + Z^-phrase) 
j 
\ *g. M y wallet disappeared to make me miserable. (Purpose Clause) 
i i • i .1 j 
There are two kinds of unaccusative verbs: Paired Unaccusative Verbs and Unpaired 
Unaccusative Verbs. Passivization of unpaired unaccusative verbs is ungrammatical 
while that of paired unaccusative verbs is allowed but the distinction between the 
unaccusative reading and the transitive reading should be made. In order to tap 
whether L2 leamers are able to make the distinction, the resultative construction and 
the ‘X’s way，construction were included. The resultative construction groups 
middles, unaccusatives and passives together because all of them subcategorize an 
object. It separates these constructions from unergative verbs (simple intransitive 
{ verbs) which do not subcategorize any object. This is known as the Direct Object 
^ 
j Restriction which states that a resultative phrase must always be predicated of an K P or 
I 
I its trace in direct object position. (Simpson 1983:146, Levin and Rappaport 1995, 
i 
j Takezawa 1993) The 'X's way，construction is a diagnostic for unergative verbs. 
i Only unergative verbs have the ability to assign Accusative Case to non-
.j ‘ 
I subcategorized objects (Marantz 1992). Since unaccusative verbs which lack external 
•'j 
arguments fail to assign accusative case, they cannot occur in 'X's way’ construction. 
•j 
i 








] In a corpus study conducted by Oshita (1995), unaccusative verbs are commonly found 
in the following structures: (1) it-V-NP, (2) 0-V-NP and (3) NP-be-Ven. In this 
1 study, a variant ofthe expletive construction in (1) and the null subject construction in 





1 Though unaccusative verbs share some syntactic properties with the passive 
construction, they differ morphologically from the passive construction and thus have 
different syntactic behaviour. Passive constructions allow control into the purpose 
clause and can take a Z^-phrase while unaccusative verbs cannot. In this study, the 
Z^ y-phrase and the purpose clauses are included to examine whether subjects are able to 
i distinguish between passive verbs and unaccusative verbs, 
/ j . 
Below is a list of verbs which appear in the different structures or constructions 
outlined above: 
i) Paired Unaccusative Verbs 
办-phrase : change, increase, spill, melt, dry 
Purpose : open, roll, increase, break, dry 
'X's way, : change, spill, freeze, sink, melt 
] Resultative : break, roll, sink, open, freeze 
.1 j 
1 I 
1 ii) Unpaired Unaccusative verbs 
I 
'\ » 
I Resultative : fall, rise, 
••if 
•；) 
I 'X's way, construction : fall, rise, occur, vanish, arrive, suffer, die 
_ I 
i Purpose clause : happen, disappear, exist 




The unergative verbs are tested in four different sentence structures: a) Intransitive 
j verb construction, b) Passive construction, c) Resultative construction, d) 'X's way' 
construction, as illustrated in (144). 
'( 
(144) 
•j Unergative Verbs 
] ‘ 





j *b. M y dog was swum in the pool yesterday. (Passive Construction) 
*c. M y dog swam wet in the pool yesterday. (Resultative Construction) 
1 
i d. I swam m y way to a better figure. ('X's way' Construction) 
Unergative verbs cannot occur in the passive construction and the resultative 
construction because they don't subcategorize any object. 
There are a total of 180 randomized test sentences in the grammaticality judgment task, 
.j 
i with 10 paired unaccusative verbs, 10 unpaired unaccusative verbs, 5 transitive verbs 
and 5 unergative verbs. 
i 
3.4.2 Picture Description Task 
I j 
j The picture description task aims at eliciting subjects' production for English middles, 
I paired and unpaired unaccusative verbs. Subjects are required to start every sentence 
•:i 
with the noun phrase (i.e. the theme) provided and make a sentence with the words 
provided (verbs with or without adverbials) in the brackets. There are a total of 20 
items, with 5 items eliciting middle constructions, 5 paired unaccusatives, 5 unpaired 
.;i 
！ 
unaccusatives and 5 transitive constructions. Four verb types were included in the 
:| 
,i production task, each with five tokens: i) paired unaccusative verbs, ii) unpaired 
unaccusative verbs, iii) transitive verbs + adverbials eliciting middle construction and 




Five transitive verbs were chosen to elicit subjects' production of the middle 
； construction. They include 'cut', 'iron', 'selF, 'drive' and 'clean' with adverbials 




.| Another five transitive verbs were included to serve as distractors in the picture 




Since paired unaccusative verbs have transitive counterparts, a distinction between the 
unaccusative and the transitive reading has to be made. The unaccusative reading 
does not involve any agent while a transitive reading refers to the involvement of an 
agent. Five paired unaccusative verbs including ‘melt，，'open', 'roll', 'sink' and 
'boil' are used. The pictures do not depict any agent, making the transitive reading 
inappropriate. Five unpaired unaccusative verbs are also included in the picture task. 
They are 'fall', 'occur', 'arrive', 'disappear' and 'rise'. 
3.5 Scoring Method 
In the grammaticality judgment task, subjects were asked to indicate their acceptance 
to the sentences by circling the number representing the degree of acceptability. If 
j 
I they find the sentence perfectly acceptable, they should circle T . If the sentence is 
I 
I quite acceptable, circle ‘2,. If subjects cannot decide whether it's one way or the 
:i 
I other, they can circle ‘3，for ‘neutral，. Ifthe sentence is quite unacceptable, circle ‘4’ 
•j 
and if it is totally unacceptable, circle ‘ 5,. 
] • 
7 4 
The responses obtained are then divided into three different groups: target, neutral and 
non-target.23 Target responses are those of ‘4，and ‘5，(quite acceptable and perfectly 
acceptable) for grammatical sentences and ‘1，and ‘2，(totally unacceptable and quite 
unacceptable) for ungrammatical sentences. Non-target responses are those of ‘4，and 
'5' (quite acceptable and perfectly acceptable) for ungrammatical sentences and ‘ 1, and 
‘2，(quite unacceptable and totally unacceptable) for grammatical sentences. 
’ Responses of '3' are neutral responses. 
V 
Let's consider the following example: 
^ 
T o t a l l y P e r f e c t l y 
1 
U n a c c e p t a b l e A c c e p t a b l e 
(1) The meat cuts nicely. 1 2 3 4 5 
I 
This is the target middle construction. Responses of ‘4’ or ‘5’ will be put under the 
category of ‘target，and those of ‘1，or ‘2’ will be categorized as ‘non-target’. A 








23 Non-target structures here refer to the structures which are not the ‘target，elicited in this tudy. For 
example, subjects in this study employed different kinds of structures to represent the middle 
construction like the tough movement construction, transitive construction, passive constructions etc. 
These structures are in fact grammatical in the native grammar but they are not the structure we elicit 





In the production task, subjects were asked to use different kinds of sentence structures 
. to describe the picture. For example, there is a picture which depicts a chef cutting 
fresh bread in a restaurant. The verb ‘cut’ and the adverb ‘nicely, were provided to 
1 elicit subjects' use of the middle construction. Some subjects employed the passive 
construction and produced sentences like Tresh bread was cut nicely.， This is in fact 
a grammatical sentence but not the target middle construction. In analyzing the 
production data, we cannot simply classify subjects' responses as 'grammatical' or 
'ungrammatical' or else a lot of valuable information will be missed. Instead, two 
•i types of information are categorized^organized. Firstly, how many subjects are able 
to produce the target structure and how many of them fail to do so? Secondly, what 
are the structural variants in the interlanguage grammar? To answer these questions, 
two codes representing the ability of subjects in producing the target structure will be 
given and different codes will be used to stand for each of the different structures 
employed by the subjects. 
The results of both the grammaticality judgment task and the production task will be 
shown in percentages. Percentages of target and non-target structures accepted or 
produced by L2 leamers will be presented in the form of tables and graphs. The 
number of target structures in each sentence type achieved by individual L2 leamers 
will also be discussed to find out their consistency in making the target responses. In 
1 scoring the responses ofthe production task, attention is focused on the verb phrases of 
j 




3.6 Results of the Picture Description Task 
J The results ofthe experiment are displayed in the bar charts in Appendix 1. Table 2 
reports the production of different structures with regard to the middle constructions 
and unaccusative verbs in the Picture Description Task. In reporting the results, the 
percentage of target responses obtained by the four groups will be mentioned first and 
7 6 
individual consistency in getting the target structure will then follow. 
Table 2: Percentages ofdifferent structures elicited in the Picture Description Task 
| T a r g e t | P a s s i v e | T r a n s i t i v e | M o d a l ~ ~ | T o u g h C o p u l a ' b e ' i s / w a s By-phrase I r r e l e v a n t 
‘ S t r u c t u r e C o n s t r u c t i o n C o n s t r u c t i o n ‘ C a n， M o v e m e n t + t h e b a r e e a s i l y t o S t r u c t u r e 
C o n s t r u c t i o n v e r b + ' V，  
i l . M i d d l e s 
j L e v e l 1 2 2 % 3 3 . 5 % 4 . 4 % 2 1 . 1 % 0 . 9 % 7 . 1 % 2 . 6 % 1 . 3 % 7 . 1 % 
L e v e l 2 1 7 . 2 % 5 1 . 6 % 2 . 9 % 1 6 % 0 . 4 % 3 . 3 % 4 . 1 % 0 % 4 . 5 % 
L e v e l 3 1 1 . 7 % 7 5 . 3 % 3 . 9 % 0 % 3 . 2 5 % 1 . 3 % 1 . 9 5 % 0 . 6 5 % 1 . 9 5 % 
N a t i v e S p e a k e r s 6 2 . 9 % 1 6 . 9 % l_J% 0 - 6 % 1 4 . 6 % 0 % 0% 0 % 3 . 4 % 
2 . P a i r e d 丨 丨 丨 
U n a c c u s a t i v e V e r b s / ! 丨 
L e v e l 1 7 2 . 9 % 2 0 . 1 % 1 . 3 % 0 . 4 % / 3 . 5 % / 丨 1 - 8 % 
L e v e l 2 6 7 . 8 % 2 4 . 5 % 1 . 6 % 0 . 4 % / 4 . 9 % / / 0 . 4 % 
L e v e l 3 7 9 . 2 % 1 8 . 2 % 0 . 6 5 % 0 % / 0 . 6 5 % / / 1 . 3 % 
N a t i v e S p e a k e r s 8 7 . 1 % 2 . 8 % 1 . 7 % 0 % / 0 % / / 8 . 4 % 
/ / / 
3 . U n p a i r e d 丨 1 
U n a c c u s a t i v e V e r b s 丨 丨 
L e v e l 1 7 3 . 8 % 1 8 . 8 % 1 . 3 % 0 . 4 % / 3 . 9 % / 2 . 2 % 
L e v e l 2 7 5 . 1 % 1 8 . 8 % 1 . 6 % 0 % / 1 . 6 % / 2 . 5 % 
I L e v e l 3 9 1 . 6 % 6 . 5 % 0 % 0 % / 0 % / 1 . 9 % 
I N a t i v e S p e a k e r s 9 7 . 8 % 0 % 1 . 1 % 0 % / 0 % / 1 . 1 % 
i / 
i) The Middle Constructions 
i i 
I Subjects employed different kinds of structures to encode the meanings depicted in the 
pictures intended to elicit middle constructions. The passive construction (e.g. ‘The 
•！ 
car is driven/can be driven easily.') is the most frequently employed structure. Other 
'] :.'i 
3 constructions used are structures with the modal ‘can, (e.g. ‘The car can drive easily.'), 
the use of the copula 'be' plus the bare form of the verb or simply the past participle 
without the copula 'be' (e.g. 'The car is drive easily/The car driven easily.'), transitive 
construction with an inserted agent (e.g. ‘The driver drives the car easily.'), the 
structure of ‘is/are easily to’ (e.g. 'The car is easily to drive.'), intransitive construction 
with ^;-phrase attached (e.g. 'The car drives easily by the driver.,) and the tough 
















j Only 17.6% of the total responses produced by the subjects were the target middle 
.) 
j constructions. The remaining 82.4% belong to the non-target structures. The major 
i non-target structure used is the passive construction which accounts for 50.9% ofthe 
non-target responses. 13.9% of the structures have the modal 'can' added to the 
otherwise target-like structure such as 'The T-shirts can iron easily.' 4.2% of them 
are the structures with the copula 'be' plus the bare form of the verb or simply the past 
participle without the copula ‘be，. 3.7% are the transitive constructions with an 
animate subject. 3 % of the structures produced are similar to the tough movement 
construction but with the replacement of the adjective ‘easy，by the adverb ‘easily.’ 
For example, 'The glass table is easily to clean.，Another 1.3% are the real tough 
movement constructions. Finally, 0.6% of the structures produced are the intransitive 
constructions with the by-phrase attached. There are also 4.8% of irrelevant 
structures produced by the subjects.^ ^ 
62.9% of the structures produced by the native speakers in the control group are the 
target middle constructions. Only 37.1 % are the non-target structures. Among them, 
16.9% belong to the passive constructions, 14.6% the tough movement constructions, 
1.69% the transitive constructions, 0.6% the structure with the modal ‘can，and 3.4% 
the irrelevant structures. (For details of the different structures produced by the four 




24 Irrelevant structures here refer to structures which are not made with the words provided in the 
\. question or reflect an incorrect use of the part of speech of the words. For example, there is a picture 
which is intended to elicit subjects' production of the middle sentence ‘Diana's book sells well.， The 
NP ‘Diana's book，，the verb ‘sell’ and the adverb ‘well，are provided. However, some subjects did 
not use the words as instructed and they produced sentences like ‘Diana's book selling quantity was not 
i so well.， As a result, we cannot deduce from the structure whether L2 leamers have the knowledge of 
the target structure or not. Nevertheless, these IL structures can shed light on the underlying 









I H o w many target structures can individual L2 leamers produce out of the five 
sentences eliciting middle constructions in the picture description task? What is the 
consistency of individual L2 leamers in producing the target structure? It was found 
that all the three levels of leamers have serious problems in producing the middle 
•.丨 
construction. Ofthe five sentences eliciting middle constructions, only 13.1% ofthe 
i 
elementary leamers were able to produce three or more target structures systematically. 
None ofthem were able to produce all five target middle constructions. Intermediate 
leamers were even less consistent. Only 8.2% of them were able to produce three or 
more target structures. Among the three levels of leamers, advanced leamers were 






The native speakers in the control group performed significantly better than the L2 
leamers. All of them produced at least one target middle construction and 74.3% 
produced two or more target structures. Among them, 19.4% got two correct. 
32.3% got four correct and 22.6% had 100% accuracy in all the five target structures. 
ii) Paired Unaccusative Verbs 
Paired unaccusative verbs have transitive counterparts. The pictures in the production 
task are designed to give the subjects an unaccusative reading, i.e. no external agent 
i that instigates the event. 
s 
•i 
j L2 leamers performed better with regard to paired unaccusative verbs. 72.5% of the 
3 
structures produced are the target paired unaccusative verb constructions. Among the 
i remaining non-target structures, passive constructions account for 21.3%. Structures 
i 
with the copula ‘be, plus the bare form of the verb account for 3.3%. 1.3% of the 
structures are the transitive constructions and 0.3% of them are the structures with the 





Advanced leamers performed the best among the three levels of subjects. Contrary to 
their performance in the middle constructions, they produced more target unaccusative 
verb constructions and few passive constructions than elementary leamers. 
1 i 
Again, native speakers performed better than the L2 leamers. 87.1 % of the structures 
are the target ones. Among the remaining 12.9% of the non-target structures, 
irrelevant structures account for 8.4%. Passive constructions account for 2.8% and 
transitive constructions 1.7%. (For details of the different structures produced by the 
.5 
1 four groups of subjects on paired unaccusative verbs, see Fig. 2.) 
] 
L2 leamers are more consistent in producing target unaccusative verb structures. 87% 
) of the elementary leamers were able to produce three or more target sentences. 
^ Intermediate leamers also did well. 73.4% of them produced three or more target 
structures. Advanced leamers had the best performance. 90.4% of them produced 
three or more target structures. As expected, native speakers performed with 
remarkable consistency. 97.2% of them produced three or more target structures of 
the category. 
iii) Unpaired Unaccusative Verbs 
1 
1 Unpaired unaccusative verbs have no transitive counterparts and cannot be passivized. 
78.7% of the structures produced by L2 leamers are the target structures. Among the 
j remaining non-target structures, 15.7% are the passive constructions. The structures 
j 
j with the copula ‘be, plus the bare form of the verb account for 2.1%. 1.1% are the 
j transitive constructions with an animate subject. Though L2 leamers were asked to 
i "-i 
start every sentence with the theme N P provided, they find it more comfortable to start 
the sentence with an animate agent. Only one (0.2%) case can be found with the 
modal ‘can’ with regard to unaccusative verbs. Irrelevant structures account for 
2.2%. 
8 0 
Native speakers performed as predicted. 97.8% of the structures are the target ones. 
The only (1.1%) non-target structure used by the native speakers is the transitive 
construction. The rest (1.1%) is irrelevant. (For details of the different structures 
: produced by the four groups of subjects, please see Fig. 3.) 
j 
•I 
i It was found that individual L2 leamers are most consistent in getting unpaired 
\ unaccusative verbs right. Many of them got all sentences in the category correct. 
i 
I 80.4% of the elementary leamers and 79.6% of the intermediate leamers were able to 
j produce three or more target structures. Advanced leamers got the most target 
I 
structures among the L2 leamers. 96.8% of them produced three or more target 
structures. All (100%) of the native speakers got four or more sentences correct with 
J regard to unpaired unaccusative verbs, 
i 
3.7 Results of the Grammaticality Judgment Task 
Do L2 leamers accept the middle construction, paired and unpaired unaccusative verbs 
in different kinds of constructions in the grammaticality judgment task? Table 3 and 
4 reports the percentages of target and non-target responses made respectively. In 
reporting the results, the percentages of target responses made by the four groups and 




Table 3: Percentages of target responses 
Middle Passive Transitive Expletive Null Subject 办-phrase Purpose 
Construction Construction Construction Construction Construction Clause 
1. Transitives / / / / 
i Level 1 44.2% 52% 57.5% / / / / 
] Level 2 49.8% 61.4% 74.2% / / / / 
' Level 3 17% 66.4% 83.1% / / / / 





2. Unergatives / 丨 丨 丨 丨 
Level 1 65.8% 48.5% / / / / / 
Level 2 77.5% 58.2% / / 丨 丨 ！ 
Level 3 83.2% 90.2% / / / 丨 / 
Native Speakers 100% 97.8% / / 丨_ i 丨 
3. Paired 
Unaccusatives 
Level 1 62.2% 66.4% 64.6% 59% 69.2% 25.6% 43% 
Level 2 67.7% 73.7% 70.9% 71.8% 79.8% 29.5% 43.4% 
Level 3 68.6% 68.2% 75.6% 87.9% 84.5% 50.7% 65.4% 
Native Speakers 98% 89.7% 98.3% 92.7% 88.2% 74.2% 45.6% 
4. Unpaired 
Unaccusatives 
Level 1 66.5% 14.9% 41.5% 58.3% 61.7% 33.2% 37.8% 
Level 2 72.6% 15.8% 41.2% 67.6% 69.4% 45.8% 38.6% 
Level 3 76.3% 47.7% 63.2% 85.4% 73% 65.2% 64.4% 
Native Speakers| 96.7% 86.6% 92.7% 97.5% 82.8% 82.6% 78.7% 
Table 4: Percentages of non-target responses 
ri 2 n 2 ri 2 ri ~~2 r~i ~~2 ri 2 r~r ~~2 
M i d d l e P a s s i v e T r a n s i t i v e E x p l e t i v e N u l l S u b j e c t 办-phrase P u r p o s e C l a u s e 
C o n s t r u c t i o n C o n s t r u c t i o n C o n s t r u c t i o n C o n s t r u c t i o n C o n s t r u c t i o n 
1. T r a n s i t i v e s / / / / 
L e v e l 1 2 7 % 2 8 . 8 % 2 3 . 1 % 2 4 . 9 % 1 8 . 4 % 2 4 . 1 % / / / / 
L e v e l 2 3 4 . 4 % 1 5 . 8 % 1 9 . 9 % 1 8 . 7 % 1 4 . 8 % 1 1 . 1 % . , , , 
L e v e l 3 7 3 . 9 % 9 . 2 % 1 8 . 4 % 1 5 . 1 % 7 . 1 % 9 . 7 % ’ ‘ ‘ 
N a t i v e S p e a k e r s 1 1 . 9 % 4 . 5 % 1 1 . 1 % 7 . 2 % 4 . 5 % 2 . 8 % ! / 丨 丨 
/ / / / 
I n t r a n s i t i v e 
C o n s t r u c t i o n  
2 . U n e r g a t i v e s / / / / / 
L e v e l 1 2 0 . 6 % 1 3 . 6 % 3 1 . 4 % 2 0 . 1 % / / / / / 
L e v e l 2 1 3 . 1 % 9 . 4 % 2 8 . 3 % 1 3 . 5 % , , . , , 
L e v e l 3 1 0 . 3 % 6 . 5 % 3 . 3 % 6 . 5 4 % ’ 丨 
N a t i v e S p e a k e r s 0 % 0 % 0 . 5 6 % 1 . 7 % 丨 丨 / 丨 丨 
/ / / / / 
3 . P a i r e d 
U n a c c u s a t i v e s 
L e v e l 1 2 2 . 1 % 1 5 . 7 % 1 7 . 2 % 1 6 . 3 % 2 0 % 1 5 . 4 % 2 0 . 4 % 2 0 . 6 % 1 2 . 4 % 1 8 . 3 % 5 4 . 6 % 1 9 . 8 % 2 9 . 1 % 2 7 . 8 % 
L e v e l 2 2 0 . 7 % 1 1 . 7 % 1 5 . 4 % 1 0 . 9 % 1 7 % 1 2 . 1 % 1 2 . 7 % 1 5 . 6 % 8 . 4 % 1 1 . 9 % 5 7 % 1 3 . 5 % 3 2 . 4 % 2 4 . 2 % 
L e v e l 3 2 2 . 7 % 8 . 7 % 2 3 . 6 % 8 . 2 % 1 6 . 6 % 7 . 8 % 5 . 6 % 6 . 6 % 8 . 1 % 7 . 4 % 3 8 . 2 % 1 1 . 2 % 1 9 . 6 % 1 5 % 
N a t i v e S p e a k e r s 0 . 8 4 % 1 . 1 2 % 5 % 5 . 3 % 1 . 7 % 0 % 2 . 7 9 % 4 . 4 7 % 6 . 2 % 5 . 6 % 1 1 . 2 % 1 4 . 6 % 3 2 . 8 % 2 1 . 7 % 
4 . U n p a i r e d 
U n a c c u s a t i v e s 
L e v e l 1 1 4 . 7 % 1 8 . 8 % 6 4 . 9 % 2 0 . 2 % 3 7 . 6 % 2 0 . 9 % 2 3 % 1 8 . 8 % 1 4 . 3 % 2 4 % 4 1 . 4 % 2 5 . 5 % 3 3 . 3 % 2 8 . 9 % 
L e v e l 2 1 4 . 9 % 1 2 . 5 % 6 8 . 6 % 1 5 . 6 % 4 1 . 6 % 1 7 . 1 % 1 8 . 3 % 1 4 . 2 % 1 1 . 5 % 1 9 . 1 % 3 6 % 1 8 . 3 % 3 7 . 9 % 2 3 . 4 % 
L e v e l 3 1 3 . 6 % 1 0 . 1 % 3 9 . 3 % 1 3 % 2 7 . 4 % 9 . 4 % 4 . 9 % 9 . 7 % 1 5 . 6 % 1 1 . 4 % 1 9 . 7 % 1 5 . 2 % 2 4 . 1 % 1 1 . 5 % 
N a t i v e S p e a k e r s | 2 % 1 . 4 % | 6 . 4 % 7 % | 4 . 8 % 2 . 5 % |o.3% 2 . . 3 % | 8 . 7 % 8 . 5 % | 8 . 3 % 9 . % | l 3 . 9 % 7 . 4 % 
Note: '1' stands for non-target responses and ‘2，stands for ‘neutral responses'. 
I 
8 2 
i) Subjects' Judgments ofthe Middle Constructions 
, L2 leamers accepted transitive verbs in the passive and the transitive construction more 
than in the target middle construction. While only 39.7% of the total responses 
indicated acceptance of the target middle construction, 59.2% and 70.3% are for the 
I target passive and transitive constructions respectively. This shows that L2 leamers 
have problems in accepting the target middle construction and they find it most 
comfortable to have transitive verbs used in the transitive construction with an agent. 
I Among the three levels of learners, advanced leamers have the greatest difficulties in 
accepting the grammaticality of transitive verbs occurring in the middle constructions. 
Only 17% of their responses are the target ones. Though the number of target 
.1 
•I 
I responses is low, advanced leamers are quite definite in making their judgment. They 
f are quite sure that transitive verbs cannot occur in the middle construction where the 
theme appears as the subject. Only 9.2% of their responses fall into the category of 
I ‘neutral’ responses. 73.9% are all the non-target ones. It was found that the higher 
i the subjects' proficiency level, the poorer their performance on the middle construction. 
I Lower level learners seem to accept transitive verbs occurring in the middle 
construction more. This is consistent with our findings in the production task that 
advanced leamers produced the least target middle constructions among the three 




！ Native speakers in the control group have higher percentage of target responses than 
1 L2 leamers. They have similar acceptance rates on the target middle constructions 
1 ' ' i 
j (83.6%), transitive constructions (92.7%) and passive constructions (81.7%). (See Fig. 
1 . 
1 4, 5 and 6 for the results of the middle construction in the grammaticality judgment 
task.) 
H o w many tokens can L2 leamers judge correctly out of the five sentences eliciting 
middle constructions in the grammaticality judgment task? What is the consistency 
1 1 
I '! -J 
83 
.¾ 
of individual L2 leamers in making target judgments? Regarding transitive verbs 
occurring in the target middle constructions, 32.6% of the elementary leamers and 49% 
of the intermediate leamers consistently made three or more target judgments. 
However, only 12.9% ofthe advanced leamers were able to do so and 48.4% of them 
failed to make any target judgment. Among the three levels of leamers, advanced 
leamers have the greatest difficulty in accepting the target middle constructions. 
They made significantly less target judgments than intermediate leamers (X^=9.3, 
p<0.01) and the native speakers in the control group (X^=38.7, p<0.01). 
I I j 
I 
Native speakers, on the other hand, are more consistent in theirjudgment. While only 
34.1% of the L2 leamers managed to make three or more target judgments, 91.7% of 
i native speakers were able to do so and they made significantly more target judgments 
i than L2 leamers (X'=34.9, p<0.01). 
i 
H o w about L2 leamers' judgment of transitive verbs in the passive and the transitive 
i 
I constructions? It was found that L2 leamers judged better in the passive and the 
I 
transitive constructions and more target judgments were made. Regarding transitive 
verbs occurring in the passive construction, 47.8% of the elementary leamers and 
] 65.3% of the intermediate leamers were able to make three or more target judgments. 
j Advanced leamers judged much better this time. 67.7% of them were able to make 
j 
three or more target judgments. Again, native speakers have significantly better 
performance than L2 leamers (X^=9.5, p<0.01). 88.9% of native speakers made three 
or more target judgments but only 59.5% ofL2 leamers were able to do so. From the 
results of the judgment task, it was found that L2 leamers accepted transitive verbs 
I 
j occurring in the transitive construction more than in the passive construction and the 
•i 
•I target middle construction. This is confirmed again when examining the performance 
j 
j of individual L2 leamers. 74.6% of L2 leamers were able to make more accurate 
1 . . .. 
! judgments with regard to transitive verbs occurring in the transitive construction. 
Among the three levels of L2 leamers, elementary leamers made the least target 84 割 
judgments. While only 56.5% of them made three or more target judgments, 81.6% 
I of intermediate leamers, 90.3% of advanced leamers and 94.4% of native speakers in 
； the control group were able to do so. Elementary leamers made significantly less 
； target judgments than advanced leamers (X^=8.6, p<0.01) and the native speakers 
(XM2.9, p<0.01). 
• ii) Subjects' Judgments of Paired Unaccusative Verbs 
L2 leamers performed better in judging paired unaccusative verbs than in middle 
constructions. 65.9% of their responses accepted are the target paired unaccusative 
verb constructions. Paired unaccusative verbs have transitive counterparts which can 
be passivized. The percentage of target responses for paired unaccusative verbs 
occurring in the passive construction and the transitive construction 69.7% and 69.8% 
I 
1 respectively. The three levels of leamers have similar performance in the intransitive 
j 
i constructions (62% at Level 1, 67.7% at Level 2 and 68.6% at Level 3)，passive 
.i 
^ constructions (66.4% at Level 1, 73.7% at Level 2 and 68.2% at Level 3) and transitive 
^ constructions (64.6% at Level 1，70.9% at Level 2 and 75.6% at Level 3). However, 
1 native speakers of English have higher percentages of target responses than the L2 
J 
I leamers in all these constructions. Their percentage of target responses for middle ^ 
I construction, passive construction and transitive construction is 98%, 89.7% and •^  
I 98.3% respectively. (See Fig.7-9 for the percentage of target response for paired 
j unaccusative verbs in the target construction, passive and transitive construction.) 
1 
I 
i H o w about individual leamers' performance on paired unaccusative verbs? H o w 
1 many can they achieve out ofthe ten sentences containing paired unaccusative verbs in 
I the grammaticality judgment task? There is no significant difference among the three j 
三 levels of leamers in making the target judgments. 63% of elementary leamers, 73.5% 




target judgments out of the ten sentences. Native speakers made significantly more 




control group made eight or more target judgments but only 69.8% of L2 leamers 
！ managed to make three or more target judgments. Next we look at how subjects 
I judged paired unaccusative verbs in the passive and the transitive construction. Out 
1 of the ten sentences eliciting the passive construction, 69.6% of elementary leamers, , 
• 85.7% of intermediate leamers, 71% of advanced leamers and 97.2% of the native { 
_ 
1 speakers were able to make six or more target judgments. Again, native speakers in 
I the control group made significantly more target judgments than L2 leamers (X^=34.9, 
•I 
j p<0.01). 97.2% of native speakers were able to make six or more target judgments 
. but only 76.2% of L2 leamers were able to do so. In judging paired unaccusative 
i verbs in the transitive construction, 60.9% of the elementary leamers, 83.7% of 
intermediate leamers and 87.1% of advanced leamers made six or more target 
j 
I judgments. Native speakers performed much better. All of them made eight or 
t 
• more target judgments and they made significantly more target judgments than the 
， elementary leamers (X^=15.8, p<0.01). 
- Purpose Clauses and 6j^ -phrases were included to see if subjects are able to distinguish 
' unaccusative verbs from passive verbs. Unaccusative verbs cannot take purpose 
clauses and ty-phrases while passive verbs can. However, elementary and 
i 
intermediate leamers do not seem to recognize this. As regards paired unaccusative 
1 
i verbs, only 43% and 43.4% of the responses judged by elementary and intermediate 
1 
i leamers respectively in sentences with purpose clauses belong to the target category. 
1 
i Advanced leamers are better. 65.4% of the responses are the target ones. It was 
I found that L2 leamers are very uncertain in their judgment of both structures, 
1 especially the purpose clauses. Even native speakers are not very certain in rejecting 
j 
I the ungrammaticality of paired unaccusative verbs occurring in sentences with purpose 
i 
I clauses, as seen from the overwhelming number of their non-target responses. 
i Among the non-target responses, 21.7% of them fall into the category of ‘neutral， 
f 
and 32.8% are non-target. The reason for the incapability of the controls in rejecting 
the ungrammaticality of paired unaccusative verbs taking purpose clauses may be due 
8 6 
to some pragmatic reasons. Paired unaccusative verbs like ‘open，，‘melt，and ‘roll’ 
have transitive counterparts and the sense of volition is conveyed. Thus, native 
I English speakers may feel that paired unaccusative verbs are compatible with the kind 
I of volitional sense conveyed in purpose clauses. As a result, their judgment was 
mixed. (See Fig. 10 for the percentages of responses in rejecting paired unaccusative 
verbs taking purpose clauses and ty-phrases.) 
Of the five sentences containing purpose clauses, few lower level leamers were able to 
make more than three target judgments. While only 37% of elementary leamers and 
J ：i 
！ 34.7% of the intermediate leamers made three or more target judgments, 80.6% of the 
• .! 
advanced leamers were able to do so. Both elementary and intermediate leamers 
1 
] made significantly less target judgments than advanced leamers (L1: X^=12.5, p<0.01, 
i L2: X^=14.3, p<0.01 for intermediate leamers). Even native speakers in the control 
； group performed significantly poorer than advanced leamers (X^=7.3, p<0.01). Only 
V 
•i 




办-phrase exhibits another difference between unaccusative verbs and the passive 
verbs. Compared with the judgment in the purpose clauses, L2 leamers are rather 
confident in judging sentences with Z73^ -phrases but many more non-target responses 
i 
j were made. The percentage of target responses of elementary leamers and 
intermediate leamers is higher than that of the advanced leamers. While only 25.6% 
and 29.5% of the responses of lower level leamers are the target ones, 50.7% of those 
made by advanced leamers are target responses. In general, L2 leamers performed 
better in sentences with purpose clauses than those with Z>;;-phrases. Native speakers, 
on the other hand, have higher percentage of target responses in sentences with by-
phrases than in purpose clauses. (See Fig. 11 for the percentages of responses in 
t 
I rejecting paired unaccusative verbs taking by-phrases.) 
When examining individual L2 leamers' performance, it is still true that they 
8 7 
I 
performed better in purpose clauses than in Zj^ ;-phrases while native speakers of 
English performed better in ^;-phrases than in purpose clauses. Only 13% of 
elementary leamers, 26.5% of intermediate leamers and 51.6% of advanced leamers 
were able to make three or more targetjudgments out of the five sentences with paired 
unaccusative verbs taking by-phrases. Among the three levels of L2 leamers, 
elementary leamers made the least target judgments and they made significantly less 
targetjudgments than advanced leamers (X^=11.7, p<0.01). 
However, native speakers performed much better than in purpose clauses. 80.6% of 
I them were able to make three or more target judgments which is significantly more 
than the L2 leamers (X^=30.5, p<0.01). 
Sentences with null subject and expletive constructions were also included to find out 
ifL2 Cantonese leamers accepted these structural variants of paired unaccusative verbs. 
^ Most L2 leamers were able to reject the ungrammaticality of paired unaccusative verbs 
occurring in the null subject and expletive construction. The percentage of all L2 
leamers' target responses in the null subject and expletive construction is 77.1% and 
71% respectively. Regarding the expletive construction, elementary and intermediate 
leamers have much lower percentages than the advanced leamers and the control group. 
(See Fig. 12 and 13 for the percentages in rejecting paired unaccusative verbs 
occurring in the null subject and the expletive construction.) 
Regarding paired unaccusative verbs occurring in the null subject construction, 76.1% 
of elementary leamers, 83.7% of intermediate leamers and 93.5% of advanced leamers 
(one ofthem made three targetjudgments out of the ten sentences and another one five) 
were able to make six or more target judgments out of the ten sentences. 88.9% of 
； 
the native speakers made six or more target judgments (one of them made only one 
target judgment out of the ten sentences, another one made three target judgments and 
two made five out of ten). In judging paired unaccusative verbs in expletive 
8 8 
constructions, 56.5% of elementary leamers, 75.5% of intermediate leamers, 87.1% of 
advanced leamers and 97.2% of the native speakers were able to make six or more 
target judgments. Among the L2 leamers, elementary leamers were the least 
consistent in making target judgments. They made significantly less target judgments 
丨 than the advanced leamers (X^=6.7, p<0.01) and the native speakers (X^=15.5, p<0.01). 
••••i 
,.i 
iii) Subjects，Judgments of Unpaired Unaccusative Verbs 
Unpaired unaccusative verbs cannot be passivized because they do not have transitive 
..丨 
j counterparts. It was found that L2 leamers accepted the target unpaired unaccusative 
:j verbs but they also accepted them occurring in the transitive and passive constructions. 
I 
1 The percentage of target responses given by the L2 leamers for unpaired unaccusative 
verbs is 71.3% but only 46.8% and 23.3% correct for unpaired unaccusative verbs 
^ occurring in the transitive and passive constructions respectively. In other words, L2 
leamers fail to recognize that unpaired unaccusative verbs cannot be passivized. 
Among the three levels of L2 leamers, elementary and intermediate leamers have 
particularly low percentage of target responses in "passivized" unpaired unaccusative 
verb constructions and transitive constructions while all three levels of leamers have 
similar performance in the target structure. (See Fig. 14, 15 and 16 for the target 
percentage in judging unpaired unaccusative verbs in the target construction, transitive 
j construction and the passive construction.) 
j 
A look at the performance of individual L2 leamers will make the picture clearer. L2 
I leamers performed quite well in accepting unpaired unaccusative verbs in the target 
s 
i intransitive verb constructions. 71.7% of elementary leamers, 83.7% of intermediate 
..1 ；] 
leamers and 80.6% of advanced leamers were able to make six or more target 
'i 
judgments. However, L2 leamers do not know that unpaired unaccusative verbs 
cannot be passivized. Therefore, their percentages oftarget responses are low in both 
the passive construction and the transitive construction. None of the elementary 
leamers was able to make six or more target judgments out of the ten sentences 
I 89 
eliciting the passive construction. 28.3% of them were unable to make any target 
judgment. Only one (2%) of the intermediate leamers was able to make six or more 
target judgments consistently. Though advanced leamers performed much better, 
I only 45.2% of them were able to do so. Native speakers, on the other hand, made 
！ 
j significantly more target judgments than the L2 leamers (X^=76.9, p<0.01). 88.9% of 
> 
\ them made six or more target judgments but only 11.9% of L2 leamers were able to do 
\ so. 
I j 
L2 leamers have better performance in judging unpaired unaccusative verbs in the 
j transitive construction. Regarding unpaired unaccusative verbs in the transitive 
i 
I construction, only 27% ofL2 leamers were able to make six or more target judgments. 
I Elementary leamers and intermediate leamers were found to make significantly less 
I targetjudgments than the advanced leamers (L1: X^=13.8, p<0.01; L2: X^=17 p<0.01). 
Only 17.4% of elementary leamers and 14.3% of intermediate leamers were able to 
make six or more target judgments out of the ten sentences. Advanced leamers are 
better, 61.3% of them made six or more target judgments. Native speakers made the 
most target judgments. All of them were able to make six or more target judgments. 
They made significantly more targetjudgments than the L2 leamers (X^=51.5, p<0.01). 
:?! 
As mentioned above, purpose clauses and Z?}-phrases cannot occur with both kinds of 
unaccusative verbs. However, L2 leamers do not seem to know this. The target 
percentages ofL2 leamers as a group in rejecting purpose clauses and ^ ;-phrases with 
unpaired unaccusative verbs are only 44.4% and 45.9% respectively. The percentages 
of elementary and intermediate leamers in purpose clauses and Z>j;-phrases are much 
lower than the advanced leamers and the native speakers. L2 leamers do not have 
much difference injudging paired unaccusative verbs and unpaired unaccusative verbs 
I taking purpose clauses and Z>y-phrases. However, native speakers in the control group 
4 
I 
judged more accurately in purpose clauses with unpaired unaccusative verbs than with 









j clauses cannot co-occur with unpaired unaccusative verbs. 
]• 
The target percentage of L2 leamers in unpaired unaccusative verbs taking purpose 
•••s 
:‘ clauses is 44.4% and is much lower than that in the target unpaired unaccusative verb 
constructions (71.3%). Among the three levels of leamers, elementary and 




j Of the eight sentences with Z>j^ -phrases in the grammaticality judgment task，L2 
I leamers are less consistent than the native speakers in making target judgments. 
I While only 31 % of L2 leamers managed to make five or more target judgments, 86.1 % 
j 
‘ of native speakers were able to do so and they made significantly more target 
judgments than the L2 leamers (X^=15.5, p<0.01). Among the three levels ofleamers, 
elementary leamers made significantly less target judgments than advanced leamers 
(X2=32.5，p<0.01). Only 13% of elementary leamers, 30.6% ofintermediate leamers 
and 58.1% of advanced leamers were able to make five or more target judgments. In 
judging unpaired unaccusative verbs taking purpose clauses, lower level leamers made 
significantly less target judgments than advanced leamers (L1: X^=7, p<0.01) and the 
control group (L1: X'=20, p<0.01; L2:X2=14.4, p<0.01). 28.3% of elementary 
-•< 
leamers, 36.7% of intermediate leamers and 61.3% of advanced leamers were able to 
i make two or more target judgments out of the three sentences. Native speakers made 
significantly more target judgments than L2 leamers (X^=17.1, p<0.01). 80.6% of 
I 
1 them made two or more target judgments but only 39.7% of L2 leamers were able to 
I 
S do so. 
• i 1 j 
.j 
Cantonese L2 leamers were able to reject the ungrammaticality of null subjects and the 
expletive constructions occurring with unpaired unaccusative verbs. The 
percentage of target responses is 67.5% for null subject construction and 68.6% for 





L2 leamers have similar percentage of target responses (61.7% at Level 1，69.4% at 
Level 2 and 73% at Level 3) but that of elementary leamers (58.3%) is much lower 
than advanced leamers' (85.4%) in expletive constructions. 
Ofthe ten sentences with unpaired unaccusative verbs in the null subject construction, 
58.7% of elementary leamers, 73.5% of intermediate leamers and 77.4% of advanced 
,'! leamers were able to make six or more target judgments. Native speakers are more 
consistent. 80.6% of them made six or more target judgments. In rejecting 
expletives with unpaired unaccusative verbs, 66.7% of elementary leamers, 73.5% of 
intermediate leamers and 90.3% of advanced leamers were able to make six or more 
target judgments. Native speakers are the most consistent and all (100%) of them 
i made six or more target judgments. 
L 
iv) Subjects，Judgments of Unergative Verbs 
j 
I Unergative verbs are simple intransitive verbs which cannot be passivized. However, 
i 
！.... 
！ lower level leamers did not seem to know this. The percentage of target responses 
with unergative verbs is 74.6% and 62.5% for the passive constructions. L2 leamers 
I 
have similar acceptance rate in the judgment of unergative verbs but lower levels 
leamers seem to have difficulties in rejecting unergative verbs with the passive 
j constructions. Their percentage of target responses made is much lower than that of 
the advanced leamers and the native speakers in the control group. (See Fig. 21 and 
22.) 
H o w about individual leamers' consistency in accepting unergative verbs occurring in 
the target intransitive construction and passive construction? Of all the five sentences 
containing unergative verbs, 78.3% of elementary leamers, 89.8% of intermediate 
丨 leamers and 93.5% of advanced leamers were able to make three or more target 
； 
judgments. However, elementary and intermediate leamers seem to have problems in 
9 2 
.! 
I rejecting unergative verbs in the passive construction. Only 50% and 57.1% of them 
I were able to make three or more target judgments respectively. Advanced leamers 
I are the most consistent. 90.3% of them were able to reject three or more sentences 
！ ^ 
I for "passivized" unergative verbs. Both elementary and intermediate leamers made 
significantly less target judgments than the advanced leamers (L1: X^=11.7, p<0.01; 
L2:X^=7.8, p<0.01) and the English native speakers (L1: X^=22.6, p<0.01; L2: 
I 
j X^=18.3, p<0.01). Native speakers, as expected, made the most target judgments. 
All of them made four or more target judgments. 
i 3.8 Diagnostics of Middle Constructions and Unaccusative Verbs 
•i 
• 1 
] The following tables present the target and non-target percentages of L2 leamers and 
1 
1 . 
native speakers of English in judging middles, unaccusatives and unergative verbs 
I 
occurring in the resultative and 'X's way' construction. 
Table 5: Percentages of target responses in the Resultative and ‘X，s way' 
Construction  
Resultative 'X's way' 
Construction Construction 
‘ 1. Middles 1 
； Level 1 41.9% / 
Level 2 37% / 
Level 3 19.7% / 
i Native Speakers 81% / 
‘ 11 ^ ^ " " - ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ " " " " ^ ^ ^ ^ " " ^ " ^ " " " ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ " " • ~ " ^ ^ ~ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ~ ~ ' " " ' ' ~ ~ ' " " " " " ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
1 2. Unergatives 
I Level 1 46.3% 25% 
I Level 2 54.1% 35.5% 
I Level 3 46.8% 33.5% 
I Native Speakers 91.6% 69.7% 
3. Paired 
Unaccusatives 
Level 1 43.9% 36.4% 
Level 2 41.2% 38.3% 
Level 3 47.1% 40.3% 
Native Speakers 81.4% 73.9% 
4. Unpaired 
Unaccusatives 
Level 1 28.3% 36.3% 
Level 2 35.1% 31.8% 
Level 3 54.1% 45.6% 
Native Speakers 69.4% 84.5% 
9 3 
i 
Table 6: Percentages of non_target responses in Resultative and ‘X，s way^ 
construction 
|Resultative Construction~|'X's way' Construction 
1 1 •) 
Non-target |Neutral Non-target Neutral 
response response response response 
1. Middles / / 
Level 1 34.1% 24% / / 
j Level 2 41.2% 21.8% / / 
! Level 3 68.4% 11.8% / / 
\ Native Speakers 10.6% 8.4% / / 
2. Unergatives 
Level 1 35.2% 18.5% 43% 32% 
j Level 2 23.4% 22.5% 37.1% 27.3% 
Level 3 34.4% 18.8% 40% 26.5% 
Native Speakers 2 ^ 5 ^ 19.1% 11.2% 
I 3. Paired 
i Unaccusatives 
Level 1 35.5% 20.6% 28.9% 34.6% 
Level 2 39.6% 19.2% 33.3% 28.4% 
i Level 3 38.1% 14.8% 35.7% 24% 
Native Speakers 15.3% 3.4% 13.9% 12.2% 
4. Unpaired 
Unaccusatives 
Level 1 35.9% 35.9% 31.4% 32.3% 
Level 2 44.3% 20.6% 41.5% 26.8% 
Level 3 27.9% 18% 32.6% 21.9% 
Native Speakers 22.2% 8.3% 5.2% 10.3% 
I •• 
I Resultative constructions and 'X's way' constructions are the syntactic diagnostics for 
distinguishing unaccusative verbs from unergative verbs. Only verbs which 
subcategorize objects can occur in resultative constructions (Levin & Rappaport 1995). 
And only unergative verbs can take the 'X's way' construction because they have the j , • 




Middle constructions and unaccusative verbs subcategorize an underlying argument 
4 . 
and can therefore occur in the resultative construction. However, the percentage of 
L2 leamers，target responses in middle constructions is only 34.6% which shows that 
9 4 
j they fail to recognize the underlying argument of the middle construction. Among 
the three levels of leamers, advanced leamers have the lowest percentage of target 
responses. Their percentage of target responses is only 19.7% and is much lower than 
that of the elementary leamers (41.9%). Though lower-level leamers have higher 
， 
i percentage of target responses than higher level leamers, their target percentage is 
much lower than the native speakers ofEnglish in the control group. (See Fig. 23.) 
I L2 leamers' percentage of target responses in judging paired unaccusative verbs in 
.1 
i resultative construction is higher. It is 43.6% but is much lower than that 81.4% of 
j the native speakers. Regarding unpaired unaccusative verbs in the resultative 
construction, advanced leamers and native speakers have similar percentage of target 
responses (54.1% for advanced leamers and 69.4% for native speakers) but that of 
elementary (28.3%) and intermediate leamers (35.1%) is much lower than the native 
speakers. (See Fig. 24 and 25.) 
Since unergative verbs do not subcategorize an internal argument, they cannot occur in 
;i 
i the resultative construction. The target percentages of L2 leamers are better. 
I However, their percentage of target responses is only 49.4% and is much lower than 




^ Individual L2 leamers' consistency in judging the target structures confirms the result 
! • 
I of the grammaticality judgment task. Middle resultative constructions pose the most 
j serious problems to L2 leamers. Only 27.8% of the L2 leamers made three or more 
^ .. 
,| target judgments out of five. Among the three levels of leamers, advanced leamers 
I were the least consistent in making target judgment. 41.3% of elementary leamers 
4 
I and 28.6% ofintermediate leamers made three or more targetjudgments out of the five 
考 sentences. However, only 6.5% ofthe advanced leamers were able to do so and they 
^ 
even made significantly less target judgments than the elementary leamers (X^=9.7, 









I made three or more target judgments and they made significantly more target 
judgments than L2 leamers (XM4.3, p<0.01). More L2 leamers were able to make 
target judgments with regard to unaccusative verbs occurring in resultative 
constructions. 47.3% of them were able to make three or more target judgments. 
Still, few intermediate and advanced leamers were able to do so. Regarding paired 
unaccusative verbs, 52.2% of elementary leamers, 38.8% of intermediate leamers, 
38.7% of advanced leamers managed to make three or more target judgments. Native 
speakers are more consistent in making target judgments. 86.1 % of them were able to 
do so and they made significantly more target judgments than L2 leamers (X^=18.6, 
！ p<0.01). As regards unpaired unaccusative verbs, 57.9% ofL2 leamers were able to 
make three or more target judgments while only 47.8% of elementary leamers and 
57.1% of intermediate leamers were able to make three or more target judgments with 
paired unaccusative verbs, 74.2% of the advanced leamers were able to do so. 91.7% 
of the native speakers made three or more target judgments in unpaired unaccusative 
verbs in the resultative constructions and they made significantly more target 
judgments than the L2 leamers (X^=11.6, p<0.01). Unergative verbs, unlike middles 
and unaccusative verbs, cannot occur in the resultative constructions. 37% of 
elementary leamers, 57.1% of intermediate leamers and 51.6% of advanced leamers 
were able to make three or more target judgments. Native speakers have the best 
judgment with unergative verbs in the resultative construction. 97.2% of them made 
three or more target judgments but only 48.4% of L2 leamers were able to do so. 





'X's way, construction is another diagnostic included in the grammaticality judgment 
task to test if L2 leamers understand the distinction between unergative verbs and 
unaccusative verbs. While unergative verbs can occur in the 'X's way' construction, 
1 unaccusative verbs cannot. However, L2 leamers gave the opposite judgments, 
.i 





31.2%. Subjects are not very certain in their judgment. 32%, 27.3% and 26.5% of 
.j the responses made by elementary leamers, intermediate leamers and advanced 
leamers are neutral. Regarding unaccusative verbs, the percentage of target 
judgments with unpaired unaccusative verbs occurring in 'X's way’ constructions is 
36.8% and 38.1% with paired unaccusative verbs in the construction. (See Fig.27-29) 
There are only 35.7% of L2 leamers who were able to make three or more target 
judgments. They do not seem to know that paired unaccusative verbs cannot take 
'X's way’ as a postverbal NP. Only 30.4% of elementary leamers, 32.7% of 
intermediate leamers and 48.4% of advanced leamers managed to make three or more 
target judgments out ofthe five sentences with paired unaccusative verbs in 'X's way， 
construction. Native speakers performed much better. 69.4% of them were able to 
do so. Elementary and intermediate leamers were found to make significantly less 
targetjudgments than native speakers (L1: X'=10.8, p<0.01; L2: X'=9.8, p<0.01). L2 
leamers performed even worse regarding unpaired unaccusative verbs in the 'X's way， 
construction. Only 26.1% of elementary leamers, 18.4% of intermediate leamers and 
45.2% of advanced leamers managed to make four or more target judgments out of 
seven sentences. Native speakers made significantly more target judgments than L2 
leamers (X^=48.2, p<0.01). 94.4% of them were able to make four or more target 
judgments in rejecting unpaired unaccusative verbs in 'X's way’ constructions but only 
27.8% ofL2 leamers were able to do so. Unergative verbs can occur in the 'X's way’ 
construction but L2 leamers do not seem to know this. Only 23% ofL2 leamers were 
j able to make three or more target judgments. 10.9% of elementary leamers, 28.6% of 
intermediate leamers and 32.3% of advanced leamers were able to make three or more 
target judgments. Again, native speakers are more consistent in making target 
judgments. 75% of them were able to make three or more target judgments and they 








3.9. Prompting Effect 
i As mentioned in 3.3，there are two different versions of the questionnaire. To 
ascertain whether there is any prompting effect on the production of target structures, 
the grammaticality judgment task was placed first in one version and last in another. 
I L2 leamers did not perform better when the grammaticality judgment task was done 
i •i 
,{ first. N o prompting effect deduced from the grammaticality judgment task was 
i 
,s^  
I detected; in contrast, some even performed poorer than those who did the picture task 
.丨 
first. This may be accounted for in the following way. When L2 leamers did the 
j 
！ grammaticality judgment task first, they were exposed to different kinds of structures 
j which might confuse rather than helping them. Therefore, when they did the 
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I 4.1 Research Issues Revisited 
This chapter addresses the research questions mentioned in Chapter 3，repeated here as 
follows: 
) 
1. Do middle constructions pose acquisition problems to L2 leamers? To what extent 
do the leamers make use of middles and unaccusatives in their interlanguage? What 
are their interlanguage structural variants and how do they inform us of the acquisition 
problems posed by middles and unaccusatives? H o w do leamers judge middles and 
unaccusatives against different related structures in the grammaticality judgment task? 
2. What are the developmental pattem of middles and unaccusative verbs? Is there 
any difference in the developmental pattem of middles and unaccusatives? Do low 
level leamers have more difficulties and high level leamers less difficulties? 
3. What is the role ofLl in acquiring English middles and unaccusatives? 
1 4. H o w do we account for the acquisition problem posed by the two structures? 
； 




4.2. Acquisition Problems with the Middle Construction 
^ 
As discussed in Chapter 2, the derivation of Cantonese middles is quite different from 
1 • 
those of English. And since middles share similar syntactic configuration with 
•) 
passives, it is predicted that middles also pose similar acquisition problems to L2 
leamers. The results did show that middle constructions pose serious acquisition 





、‘ accepting the middle constructions. In the production task, only 17.6% of the 
structures produced by the total number of L2 leamers are the target middle 
constructions. And in the judgment task, the percentage of target responses given by 
all L2 subjects for middle constructions is 39.7%. 
•i 
i 
What kind of structures did L2 leamers employ to encode the meaning represented by 
i 
I the middle constructions? In the production task, it was found that passivization is 
the most common structure employed. For example, L2 leamers produced passive 
constructions like 'The car was/can be driven easily., and transitive constructions like 
‘The driver drives the car easily.， Once leamers have learned the passive construction, 
I they subsume the middle constructions under it because they share similar syntactic 
configuration and passivization is very productive in English. Other structures 
employed by L2 leamers in the production task included the structure with the modal 
‘can，，the copula 'be' plus the bare verb and simply the past participle without the 
copula, the transitive construction with an agent, the structure of ‘is/are easily to +V', 
the tough movement construction and the intransitive construction with the by-phrase. 
And in the judgment task, L2 leamers were also found to accept the passive 
construction and the transitive construction more than the target middles. 
Apart from the passive construction, the structure with the modal verb ‘can，is the next 
I frequently employed structure. For example, L2 leamers made sentences like 'The 
new car can drive easily.’ and 'The T-shirts can iron easily.’ etc. These sentences are 
•1 
j similar to the Chinese-English Interlanguage (CIL) constructions, as illustrated in 




(145) New cars must keep inside. 
(146) Erhu (Chinese violin) can play like this. 





1 (147) These ways almost can classify two types. 
I (cited in Rutherford 1983) 
-¾ j * 
:.¾ 
These CIL structures are termed 'pseudo-passives'. Yip (1995) argues that they are 
not abortive attempts to produce passives but involve subjectless topic structures. 
This is supported by evidence which shows that L2 leamers were in fact able to 
,“ 
* produce well-formed passives while also judging pseudo-passives as grammatical. 
Sentences with both the well-formed passive construction and the pseudo-passive were 
also found, as in (148). 
(148) Most of food which is served in this restaurant have cooked already. 
； (cited in Schachter & Rutherford 1979) 
I 
I In the above sentence, ‘is served’ is a grammatical passive but a pseudo-passive ‘have 
cooked’ occurs in the same sentence. This shows that L2 leamers do know how to 
j ！ form grammatical passives when they want to do so. 
i 
Though Yip (1995) mentioned that middles can be a logical derivation analysis of 
•| 
i pseudo-passives because of their similar surface structure, in that both have the theme 
• \ J 
i in the initial position and the missing subject is interpreted generically, the structure 
^ 
j with the modal ‘can’ will not be considered as a target middle construction here. The 
I middle construction is not agent-oriented. However, the dynamic use of the modal 
‘ 
； verb ‘can’ conveys the sense of volition which is not compatible with the non-agentive 
j 
property of the middle constructions. If ‘can’ is used in these sentences, the 
construction will no longer be the target middle construction. This is one of the 
-¾ 
criteria which distinguishes unaccusative verbs and middle constructions from 
1 
1 
unergative verbs. Despite the similar syntactic configurations shared by middles and 
i 
unergative verbs, no agent-oriented adverb is allowed with middles, whereas this is 
allowed with unergative verbs. 
1 0 1 
Among the three levels of leamers, elementary leamers produced this structure most 
frequently (21.1% at Level 1; 16% at Level 2; 0 % at Level 3; 0.6% of native speakers 
I in the control group). 
i 
So, what do the pseudo-passives in (142)-(144) inform us of the underlying 
assumptions of our L2 subjects? Schachter & Rutherford (1979) proposed that the 
^ N P in the pseudo-passives is not a subject, but a topic. They stated that the initial N P 
in each clause is interpreted as 'a topic, unrelated grammatically to the following verb, 
whose actual subject and often object are simply not required by the native language's 
discourse conventions' (Schachter & Rutherford 1979:8) Though Yip (1995) argued 
that some topics do bear grammatical relation with the verb, both of them agree that 
the initial N P is a topic，not a subject. Instead, the structure with the modal ‘can, is a 
I null subject construction and can be considered as a result ofLl transfer. Chinese is a 
topic-prominent language and topic structures are very productive in Chinese. 
(149)[TOpZoucaanj[s0 sik gwo laa、： 
breakfast eat PFV PFV 




:i • ''] 
\ (149) is known as a topicalized structure. 'Zoucaan' is the topic and the subject is 
、i J 
null. Chinese is a pro-drop language and null subject is permitted whereas this is not 
allowed in English. English is a non pro-drop language which does not allow the 
omission of subject. L1 transfer can account for these data. 
Many of the L2 leamers also used the structure of the copula ‘be’ plus the bare verb 
like ‘The car is drive easily.’ or simply the past participle without the copula like ‘The 
car driven easily.， One may argue that these are merely ungrammatical passives 
i 
I produced by the L2 leamers. However, when other sentences produced by the 
I subjects were examined, it was found that they in fact know how to form passives. 
Cantonese L2 leamers always tend to use the copula ‘be，to form English sentences, 







regardless of whether it is appropriate or not. Some of these can be seen as result of 
1 . 
the overgeneralization ofthe copula ‘be’. 
'.j 
'i Another structure frequently employed by L2 leamers is the structure ‘is/are easily to + 
V’. This structure is similar to the tough movement construction but with the 
replacement ofthe adjective 'easy' by the adverb ‘easily.，For example, ‘The T-shirts 
are easily to iron.'^^ Perhaps L2 leamers wanted to use the tough movement 
:i 
construction. However, since they were asked to use the noun phrases provided in the 
brackets, 'easy' was ‘replaced’ by ‘easily.， Some others employed the real tough 
I movement constructions and deliberately changed the adverb ‘easily’ provided into 
\ 'easy' in 'The T-shirts are easy to iron.， This shows that L2 leamers do not have the 
knowledge of the middle constructions. What they have in their linguistic repertoire 
_ is the tough movement construction and therefore, they changed ‘easily，into 'easy'. 
From the non-target structures produced by the L2 leamers in the production task, it 
I 
was found that L2 leamers tried to use other structures in order to avoid having the 
theme as the subject of the sentence. For example, there is a picture which shows a 
contrast of the sales of Diana's and Ada's book. The sales of Diana's book is good 
but that of Ada's book is poor. The N P subject ‘Diana's book', the verb ‘sell，and the 
adverb ‘well’ were provided for the subjects. Irrelevant sentences like 'Diana's book 
i selling quantity was not so well.,, ‘Diana's book has many supporter, so its selling 
'i ^ 
j quantity are well.', 'Diana's book is well for selling but Ada's book doesn't.，，'Diana's 
i 
j book is sells in a bookstore. She got a very well reaction but no one buy Ada's book.’ 
and so forth were found. Avoidance of using the theme NPs provided as subjects and 
1 
1 the use of non-target sentences show that L2 leamers in fact don't have the 
constructions in their internalized grammar. 
i 










I Among the three levels of L2 leamers, advanced leamers have the most difficulty in 
! 
i accepting and producing the middle construction. The higher the subjects' level is, 
1 
the less capable they are in producing and accepting the target middle construction. 
( 
Does it mean that the middle constructions present less challenge to lower-level 
leamers? W h y did advanced leamers have significantly lower percentages of target 
丨 responses than the elementary and the intermediate leamers? As mentioned in the 
1.2.1.1，middle constructions are formed by transitive verbs which subcategorize an 
.J 
internal argument. According to the Projection Principle, all lexical information 
.^  
.i 
I should be syntactically represented. However, middle constructions represent an 
i exception to this and the theme of the sentence appears as the surface subject in the 
,i 
I middle constructions. Advanced leamers have more exposure to English and they are i 
‘ more aware of the syntactic and grammatical structure of the language. They pay 
more attention to the subcategorization frames of transitive verbs. Therefore, they 
passivize sentences whenever they find the theme appearing as the subject of the 
sentence. Unfortunately, such kind of awareness leads to hypercorrection which 
accounts for their poor performance. Lower level leamers, in contrast, have less 
j 
linguistic awareness of verb complementation. They are more comfortable than the 
advanced leamers with the theme serving as the subject without any accompanying 
change of verb morphology. This is, reflected in their higher percentages of target 
responses in accepting the passive and the transitive construction. Advanced leamers 
have a more solid grasp of the subcategorization properties of transitive verbs. Thus, 
,' 
j they accepted the transitive and the passive constructions more and their percentage of 
•i 
) target responses in the transitive construction is significantly higher than the .5 i 




Native speakers in the control group showed the highest acceptance rate (83.6%) for 
the target middle construction in the grammaticality judgment task. However, they 
produced quite a number of non-target structures in the production task like the passive 





is a discrepancy between intuitions and the use of the target structure. This can be 
attributed to the limited input in their first language where middle constructions are 
more often used in certain registers such as advertising. Another possibility is that 
the picture description task does not elicit enough middle readings. The pictures 
might be improved ifthe property ofthe theme subject carried out by people in general 
could be conveyed. Since the context does not force the middle reading, native 
speakers accepted and produced more passive and transitive constructions. 
4.3 Acquisition Problem of Unaccusative Verbs 
4.3.1 Paired Unaccusative Verbs 
L2 leamers performed better on paired unaccusative verbs than on the middle 
constructions. The production and acceptance rate of paired unaccusative verbs is 
good. In the production task, the unaccusative reading was forced by the context 
depicted in the picture and 72.9% of the structures produced by the L2 leamers are the 
target paired unaccusative structures. In the judgment task, L2 leamers have similar 
acceptance rate regarding unaccusative verbs occurring in the intransitive verb 
construction. (L1: 62%; L2: 67.7%; L3: 68.6%) 
L2 leamers performed far better on paired unaccusative verbs than on the middle 
i constructions. Their target percentage for middles is only 39.7% but 65.9% for paired 
j unaccusative verbs. In fact, paired unaccusative verbs and middle constructions are 
very similar in their syntactic configuration. Paired unaccusative verbs have 
transitive counterparts and middle constructions are also formed by transitive verbs, as 
', 
illustrated in the following examples: 
(150) The door opened. (Paired Unaccusative Verbs) 






I 1 J^ 
I 
Both ‘open’ and ‘bribe，are transitive verbs and should subcategorize an object, 
j However, the theme which is supposed to be subcategorized by these verbs appears as 
\ the surface subject in the sentence. As the syntactic configurations of both 
unaccusative verbs and middle constructions are very similar and that the middle 
constructions pose serious acquisition problems to L2 leamers, it is predicted that the 
acquisition problems of paired unaccusative verbs will be serious as well. However, 
it was found that L2 leamers accepted paired unaccusative verbs far more readily than 
the middle constructions. Advanced leamers have significantly higher percentages of 
target responses than the lower-level leamers with regard to unaccusative verbs. W h y 
is it the case that the middle constructions pose more serious acquisition problems to 
L2 leamers than paired unaccusative verbs? And why did advanced leamers have the 
most difficulty with middles? 
^:., 
The difference in the acceptability may be attributed to the different nature of 
unaccusative verbs and middle constructions. Unaccusative verb is a verb type which 
has the property to occur in the intransitive construction with the theme as the subject. 
However, middle construction is in fact a kind of construction which is formed by 
transitive verbs. Transitive verbs normally take an object which appears in postverbal 
position. It is only in the middle construction that the object subcategorized by 
transitive verbs is allowed to appear in the subject position without any change in verb 
morphology. The more advanced the L2 leamers, the more linguistic awareness they 
I have. Advanced leamers do not accept or produce the middle construction because 
j they assume that transitive verbs should not appear in the intransitive construction, 
'i 
However, they are more clear about the verb nature of unaccusative verbs and they 
know that it is acceptable for unaccusative verbs to occur in the intransitive 










4.3.2 Unpaired Unaccusative Verbs 
i , 
j There is no significant difference in L2 leamers' target responses for paired and 
unpaired unaccusative verbs in the judgment task. However, though L2 leamers 
accepted unpaired unaccusative verbs in the target intransitive form, they also allow 
I unpaired unaccusative verbs to be passivized。 Hirakawa (1995) also found that 
{ Japanese leamers of English performed poorly when unpaired unaccusative verbs are 
I placed in the transitive construction. This indicates that many of them think that they 
•j can be used transitively. 
i 
•! This is the problem of overgeneralization which might be caused by the existence of 
,! 
j paired unaccusative verbs in English. The causative alternation in paired 
j 
] 
unaccusative verbs might lead L2 leamers to hypothesize that the unpaired 
unaccusative verbs can also have the same property and that passivization of unpaired 
unaccusative verbs is also possible in the interlanguage grammar. 
In the questionnaire, the structures of it-be-Ven and 0-V-NP were included. Both of 
these constructions are unacceptable in the target English grammar. Among the three 
levels of leamers, lower level leamers have the most difficulty in rejecting these 
structures with unaccusative verbs. Regarding unaccusative verbs in the null subject 
construction, advanced leamers were found to make more target responses and they are 
1 
1 also more consistent in producing and accepting the target structures than the lower 
i 
level leamers. This is expected because lower level leamers are more likely to accept 
1 
;i 
j the null subject construction, as evidenced from their frequent production of the 








4.4 Do L2 Learners have Knowledge of Middle Constructions and 
Unaccusative Verbs? 
To study whether L2 leamers have the correct representation of middles and 
unaccusative verbs, two diagnostics were included in the grammaticality judgment task. 
,1 
) They are the resultative construction and the 'X's way' construction. Resultative 
constructions distinguish verbs which do not subcategorize objects from unaccusative 
j verbs which have an underlying internal argument. Only verbs which subcategorize 
'I 
objects can occur in resultative constructions like transitive verbs, unaccusative verbs 
and middles. And 'X's way' construction is a diagnostic for unergative verbs, 
i Unergative verbs can assign case to non-subcategorized objects while unaccusative 




In the judgment task, though L2 leamers accepted both paired and unpaired 
unaccusative verb constructions, they also accepted unpaired unaccusative verbs 
J occurring in the passive and transitive construction. From the lower percentages of 
H 
—I target responses in both the purpose clauses and Z>,phrases, we know that L2 leamers 
m  
I in fact failed to distinguish between passive verbs and unaccusative verbs. Therefore, 
I the high percentage of target responses in both types of unaccusative verbs cannot tell 
1 
I 
j us whether L2 leamers really have the knowledge of unaccusative verbs. It just 
^ 
1 happens that paired unaccusative verbs can be passivized and therefore the percentage 
1 
I of target responses is high. The same applies to middles，though the percentage of 
j 
1 target responses made by elementary leamers is significantly higher than the advanced 
I leamers in the middle construction, it does not necessarily mean that they have the 
^ 









i Since unergative verb structure is identical in form to unaccusative verb structure and 
； partially similar to middle construction, there is a possibility that L2 leamers simply 
treat unaccusative verbs and middles as unergative verbs (simple intransitive verbs). 
The two syntactic diagnostics included in this study can shed light on this. 
•j 
i i 
Among the three resultative constructions included, middle resultative constructions 
pose the most serious problem to L2 leamers, especially the advanced leamers. Their 
percentage oftarget responses injudging middles is only 19.7% and only 6.5% of them 
！ 
were able to make three or more target judgments consistently in the grammaticality 
I judgment task. Even though lower level leamers who performed significantly better 
I 
j than advanced leamers in the target middle constructions have not recognised the 
correct representation of middles. Only 41.3% of them managed to make target 
judgments consistently and only 41.9% of target responses were made. 
! 
Though L2 leamers were found to accept both paired and unpaired unaccusative verbs, 
they were not able to accept unaccusative verbs taking the resultative constructions. 
Elementary leamers performed particularly poorly with unpaired unaccusative verbs in 
resultative constructions. The percentage of target responses made by elementary 
leamers in unpaired unaccusative resultative construction is only 28.3% and is 
j significantly lower than the advanced leamers. This is consistent with our findings 
i 
i that advanced leamers have the highest percentage of target responses in the target 
1 
i unaccusative verb structures. This suggests that advanced leamers have acquired the 
1 argument structure of unaccusative verbs while lower-level leamers have not. I 1 
I • 
•i 
] L2 leamers mostly accepted the target unergative verb constructions in the 
grammaticality judgment task. But can they recognize the ungranunaticality of 
i . 
I unergative verbs occurring in the resultative constructions? The results show that L2 
leamers were not quite able to do so. The percentage oftarget judgments made by L2 
leamers as a group is only 49.4%. Nevertheless, more target judgments were made 




I by L2 leamers, though no significant difference is found. The percentage of target 
I 
judgments made by elementary leamers, intermediate leamers and advanced leamers is 
46.3%, 54.1% and 46.8% respectively. Besides, L2 leamers were able to make target 
1 
j judgments consistently as to unergative verbs occurring in the resultative constructions. 
] 
I 57.1% of intermediate leamers and 51.6% of advanced leamers were able to make 
i 
target judgments consistently. Elementary leamers were found to have the most 
difficulty in rejecting unergative verbs occurring in the resultative constructions. 




As regards 'X's way' constructions, few L2 leamers know that unergative verbs can 
i 
！ take ‘X，s ways' as a postverbal NP. The percentage ofL2 leamers' target responses 
in unergative X's way construction is only 31.2% and that with unpaired and paired 
unaccusative verbs is 36.8% and 38.1% respectively. Individual L2 leamers were 
also found to be unable to make target judgments consistently. They have 
particularly poor performance in judging unergative verbs taking 'X's way' as a 
postverbal NP. Only 10.9% of elementary leamers, 28.6% of intermediate leamers 
and 32.3% of advanced leamers were able to make three or more target judgments out 
of the five sentences eliciting unergative verbs in 'X's way construction，. 
Native speakers have significantly better judgments than L2 leamers in accepting the 
i grammaticality of unaccusative verbs and middles taking resultative constructions and 
rejecting them occurring in the 'X's way' construction. They were also able to accept 
i 
I unergative verbs taking 'X's way' as a postverbal N P and reject unaccusative verbs in 
1 
the 'X's way' construction. 
I 
The above results give us a clear picture that L2 leamers do not have the correct 
representation of middles and unaccusatives. In the grammaticality judgment task, 
advanced leamers were found to have the most difficulty in accepting the target middle 





constructions. Though L2 leamers accepted both the target paired and unpaired 
.« 
unaccusative verb structures, they in fact did not have the correct representation of 
unaccusative verbs, as evidenced from their failure in rejecting unaccusative verbs 
taking the 'X's way' construction and accepting them in the resultative construction. 





However, the result seems to tell us that L2 leamers also have problems with 
unergative verbs, as evidenced from their inability to reject unergative verbs occurring 
j in resultative constructions and accept them in the 'X's way' constructions. Here, 
j unfamiliarity with both constructions may explain why L2 leamers did not perform as 
j 
expected. Unfamiliarity of both constructions make L2 leamers hesitate and many 
neutral responses were found with regard to these constructions in the grammaticality 
] judgment task. Nevertheless, a tendency of accepting unergative verbs more than 
^ unaccusatives and middles can still be found, though no significant difference was 
reported. 
i 
0- 4.5 Developmental Patterns of L2 Learners in Acquiring English 
3 ！ Middle Constructions and Unaccusative Verbs 
i 
I To address the issue of developmental patterns of L2 leamers，acquisition of English 
M 
j middles and unaccusative verbs, we suggest that at early stages of L2 acquisition, 
\ 
I 
I while the middles are not acquired at all, unaccusative verbs are represented as 
^ 
[ intransitive verbs in the leamers，interlanguage grammar. As Strozer (1994:144) 
] claims, even though the surface structure produced by L2 leamers is the same as the 






1 The developmental pattem of middle constructions seems to be different from that of 
】 
unaccusative verbs. It was found that lower level leamers are more accurate in 
judging the grammaticality of middles occurring in the intransitive constructions. 






！ They also produced the most target middle constructions in the production task. At 
- the early stages of learning middle constructions, L2 leamers may analyze middles as 
3 
I null subject construction and the theme in the English sentence is analyzed as a topic, 
i 
i When L2 leamers become more and more advanced and when they have leamed the 
I passive construction, they will then start to use the passive construction to encode the 
t 
J meanings represented by English middles. This accounts for why advanced leamers 
s 




s m i 
m 
I On the other hand, when L2 leamers start to reorganize the interlanguage grammar, 
M 
1 they will perform better and better with regard to unaccusative verbs. At the early 
• stages of acquiring unaccusative verbs, unaccusative verbs are represented as 
intransitive verbs, as reflected from their inability to reject unaccusative verbs taking 
I 'X's way’ construction. L2 leamers also made no distinction between unaccusative 
verbs and passive verbs, as reflected from their failure to reject unaccusative verbs 
、 taking Z?y-phrases and purpose clauses. However, as they develop more linguistic 
awareness of verb subcategorization, they will master the difference between passive 
and unaccusative verbs and only until then can they map the form of target 
I 
i unaccusative verb construction (intransitive construction) with the unaccusative 
I 
1 reading. i: j 
3 
I 
I 4.6 Is there L1 Transfer? 
I 
I In the literature, different proposals have been put forward as to when and how L1 
I transfer takes place. Most of them propose that if the L1 has a particular structure 
I that is similar to the target structure, positive transfer will be facilitated. The results 
i of this study show that L2 leamers have problems in acquiring the correct 
与 . §•••• 
I representation ofboth middles and unaccusatives. 
« r . 
I 
1 112 i 
In this study, L2 leamers were found to produce or accept both paired and unpaired 
unaccusative verbs in English. However, they tend to passivize unpaired 
unaccusative verbs and they performed poorly in purpose clauses and by-phrases. 
Their low percentage of target responses in both the resultative construction and 'X's 
way' construction shows that L2 leamers have not acquired the argument structure of 
unaccusative verbs and theyjust collapse unaccusative verbs and unergative verbs into 
one class. 
Like English, Cantonese also has paired and unpaired unaccusatives verbs. L2 
1 leamers were able to produce or accept the target paired unaccusative verb 
constructions but they in fact do not know the correct representation. There is in fact 
no L1 transfer because L2 leamers just treat unaccusative verbs as intransitive verbs 
and therefore produced or accepted the identical intransitive construction. Regarding 
unpaired unaccusative verbs, L2 leamers allowed passivization which is not allowed in 
Cantonese. Thus, passivization cannot be attributed to L1 transfer. 
As regards middles, L2 leamers were unable to produce or accept the target structure. 
3 Though Cantonese has middle constructions as in English, their derivations are not 
j quite the same. There is no overt middle marker in English and the different form of 
'r -
the middle constructions in Cantonese and English may make the acquisition task 
difficult to L2 leamers. 
4.7 How to Account For the Difficulties Posed by Middle 
Constructions and Unaccusative Verbs 
;^  ‘ 
I 
^ 
4.7.1 Acquisition of Unaccusative Verbs 
There are two kinds of unaccusative verbs: Paired unaccusatives and Unpaired 
unaccusatives. Mispassivization is frequently found with unpaired unaccusative 
113 
verbs. The interlanguage grammar includes grammatical and ungrammatical passives 
I 
like ‘be fallen', ‘be occurred' and so forth. The overgeneralization of unpaired 
unaccusative verbs poses difficulty to L2 leamers, assuming that negative evidence is 
generally not available to L2 leamers. The leamability question is: how does the 
leamer retreat from overgeneralization of passives to the target grammar? H o w are 
the ill-formed passivized forms of unpaired unaccusative verbs expunged? 
Positive evidence exemplifying the target unaccusative verb construction may lead the 
leamers to drop the ill-formed mispassivized unaccusatives from their grammar 
because L2 leamers may allow them to coexist, just like paired unaccusative verbs. 
Therefore, the Uniqueness Principle can be applied. The Principle states that one 
form can only map to one meaning. For preemption to occur, the two forms should be 
perceived as the same meaning, thus leading leamers to choose between them. The 
form exemplified in the input will have priority over the mispassivized unaccusative 
verbs, which results in its preemption. (Yip, 1995) 
Previous studies on unaccusativity reported that unaccusative verbs pose serious 
acquisition problems to L2 leamers. However, what these studies fail to recognize is 
that acceptance of unaccusative verbs can also be a problem because unaccusative 
verbs are identical in form to unergative verbs and acceptance of the target 
unaccusative verbs does not necessarily mean that L2 leamers have acquired the 
underlying structure in their competence. In this study, the failure of L2 leamers in 
accepting the grammaticality of unaccusative verbs occurring in resultative 
constructions and rejecting them in 'X's way’ construction show that L2 leamers have 
not mastered the underlying argument structure of unaccusative verbs. Therefore, L2 
leamers have to leam to distinguish between simple intransitive verbs and 
unaccusative verbs because this is an acquisition problem as serious as 









I The acquisition difficulty of paired unaccusative verbs is as serious as that of unpaired 
i unaccusative verbs. In this study, though L2 leamers were found to accept both the 
|.. 
j' target paired unaccusative verb construction and the passive construction, they have 
I 
3 
I not in fact acquired the correct representation. The delay in the acquisition may be 
m 
4 
I attributed to their failure to recognize the distinction between unaccusative reading and 
i the transitive reading. L2 leamers tend to collapse the two forms together because 
] they fail to differentiate the meaning of the two. Preemption can only operate once 





3 4.7.2 Acquisition of the Middle Constructions 
M 
^ Middle constructions pose the most serious acquisition problem to L2 leamers. As 
顙 
I mentioned in Chapter 1，what is so special about middle construction is its syntactic 
® projection. The theme which is originally subcategorized by the verb appears as the 
^ 
1 surface subject. And not all transitive verbs can be put in the middle construction. 
^^ 
i Its limited productivity and frequency in the input, as well as its semantic constraints 





- The results of this experiment show that L2 leamers use many different structures to 
* encode the meaning represented by middles. However, although some of the non-
m I target structures used are acceptable in English, they are not the target middle •^  
% construction. Avoidance ofthe middle constructions is very serious. In the absence 
i of negative evidence, how can we solve the leamability problem posed by the middle 
\ constructions? To solve the problem, a distinction should be made between the non-
1 target structures and the target middle constructions. The non-target structures 
二 including the passive construction, transitive construction, the structure of '...is easily 
I to."，，the use of the modal ‘can’ and so forth should also be expunged. It was found 
I that lower level leamers employed mainly the target intransitive construction, the 











I represented by the middle construction. Though they understand the meaning 
•,i 
•] encoded in the middle constructions, they allow three forms to coexist. The 
i 
！ Uniqueness Principle states that one form should only map with one meaning unless 
the input provides positive evidence to the contrary. L2 leamers need to understand 
•1 
the distinct functions and meaning of each of these constructions and mark them 
accordingly. 
4.8 “Incompleteness，，and “Divergence” in Second Language 
.j 
Acquisition 
There are two features unique to interlanguage grammar: 'incompleteness' and 
‘divergence，. As noted by Sorace (1993), the idea of near-nativeness includes both 
the features of 'incompleteness' and 'divergence'. 'Incompleteness' means 'the 
^ 
•"i 
absence in the near-native grammar of the property required by the native grammar' 
and 'Divergence' means 'representations of L2 properties that are different from the 
native representations.' The interlanguage grammar is often incomplete. In this 
study, incompletenss is found when L2 leamers fail to achieve as many target 
structures as native speakers of English and their production and acceptance rate of 
target structures is always significantly lower than the control group. Divergence is 
also found when L2 leamers employed and accepted different kinds of non-target 
structures and have different underlying structures for the target forms, (e.g. simple 
j intransitive for unaccusative verbs and topic structures for middles) The varying 
•i 
I individual consistency ofL2 leamers in achieving the target structures also shows what 
V ,1 
.^  • 
j is termed the interlanguage variability of L2 leamers. Native speakers are on the 






\ This study has investigated the acquisition of English middles and unaccusative verbs 
by Cantonese ESL leamers in Hong Kong. Previous studies on unaccusativity have 
！ looked at corpus data and grammaticality judgments only, and the structures tested are 
1 
limited, focusing mainly on passivization. This study, on the other hand, reports the 
.1 
structural variants produced and accepted for both the middle constructions and 
《 
unaccusative verbs. In both the production task and the grammaticality judgment task, 
subjects were found to accept and produce the transitive construction and passive 
construction with regard to unaccusative verbs. As for middle constructions, a 
...) 
i 
number of non-target structures were used. They include the passive construction, the 
• j 
！ structure with the modal ‘can’，the use of the copula ‘be，plus the bare form of the verb 
or simply the past participle without the copula ‘be，，transitive construction with an 
«. I 
agent, the structure of ‘is/are easily to', the tough movement construction and the 
intransitive construction with Z>j;-phrase. The structural variants help us probe into 
the underlying competence ofL2 leamers in acquiring middles and unaccusative verbs. 
Though the acquisition of unaccusative verbs has been studied extensively in the 
literature, little is known about the middle construction. This study draws a parallel 
relationship between unaccusative verbs and the middle construction. Though they 
are similar in form to each other, the middle construction poses greater problems to L2 
s 
•j leamers. It is argued that the problem is attributable mainly to the different properties 
.i j 
j of middles and unaccusatives. Unaccusative verbs are a verb type and what L2 
:j 
j leamers have to do is to master its argument structure. Middles, on the other hand, 
I . 
] are constructions which are formed by transitive verbs having their own 
A 
'• subcategorization originally. Transitive verbs have two arguments to assign, one 
external and one intemal. However, only the internal argument gets realized as the • i 
subject in the middle constructions. That explains why advanced leamers who have 
more linguistic awareness and knowledge of verb subcategorization performed the 
worst on the middle constructions. 







It was found that L2 leamers performed well on unaccusative verbs. They were able 
to produce and accept the target unaccusative verb constructions. This seems to 
contradict previous findings which reported that unaccusative verbs pose serious 
acquisition problems to L2 leamers (Zobl 1989, Yip 1995, Hirakawa 1995, Oshita 
1 
I 1997, Balcom 1997). However, the inclusion of the syntactic diagnostics of the 
resultative construction and the 'X's way' construction tells us that L2 leamers have 
not in fact acquired the correct representation for unaccusative verbs. Oshita (1997) 
proposes that L2 leamers who attained the target structure have most likely fallen into 
what he called "Unaccusative Trap". Since unaccusative verbs are identical in form 
to unergative verbs, it is argued that L2 leamers simply collapse the two verb types 
into one. Purpose clauses and Z>;;-phrases were also included to test whether L2 
leamers are able to distinguish unaccusative verbs from passive verbs. The inability 
to reject unaccusative verbs taking purpose clauses and Z^ y-phrase again supports our 
argument that L2 leamers do not have the correct representation of unaccusative verbs. 
The developmental pattem of the middle construction and unaccusative verbs was 
addressed in the study. It is proposed that at the early stages of acquisition, 
unaccusative verbs are represented as intransitive verbs in the interlanguage grammar 
and middles the subjectless topic structure. The developmental pattem of 
unaccusative verbs is different from that of the middle constructions. When L2 
leamers have more exposure to English, they will master unaccusative verbs better, as 
seen from the higher target percentage of advanced leamers in judging unaccusative 
verbs occurring in resultative and 'X's way' construction. However, the more 
linguistic awareness L2 leamers have, the lower their percentage of target responses in 
the middle construction. At the early stages of acquiring middle construction, L2 
leamers might have accepted the target structure for the wrong reason. Once they 









L2 leamers were found to have acquisition problems in both the middle construction 
and unaccusative verb constructions. Though there are unaccusative verb 
constructions and middle constructions in Cantonese, L1 transfer of the target structure 
•？ .-:i 
is not detected while transfer of the non-target structure from L1 can be found, as the 
production of pseudo passives which is a reflex of the topic structure in Chinese. 
• j 
The current thesis has investigated the structural variants of middles and unaccusatives 
I 
j in the interlanguage grammar, the developmental pattem in acquiring both structures, 
. 1 
j the possibility of L1 transfer and the possible ways to account for the learning 
j 
I difficulty. It also sheds light on the ‘incompleteness’ and ‘divergence，of 
•j 
interlanguage grammar. The study also shows that verb subcategorization poses great 
1 difficulty to L2 leamers. It requires a long time for L2 leamers to leam the 
i 
I _ 
1 subcategorization properties of verbs and some may simply remain unlearned with or 
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^ Results of the Production Task 
(I) The Middle Construction 
Fig.l 
Percentages of different structures produced for middles in the 
Production Task 
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A B C D E F G H I 
A: Target Middle Construction F: Copula ‘be, + the bare verb 
B: Transitive Construction G: 'is/are easily to...' 
C: Passive Construction H: By-phrase 
D: Modal ‘Can， I: Irrelevant Structures 
.| E: Tough Movement 
(II) Unpaired Unaccusative Verbs 
Fig.2 
Percentages of different structures produced for Unpaired 
Unaccusative Verbs in the Production Task 
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A: Target Structure D: Modal ‘can’ 
B: Passive Construction E: Lrelevant Structure 
C: Transitive Construction F: Copula ‘be，+the bare verb 
(III) Paired Unaccusative Verbs 
丨 Fig.3 
Percentages of different structures produced for 
Paired Unaccusative Verbs in the Production Task 
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Results ofthe Grammaticality Judgment Task 
i (I) The Middle Construction 
‘ Fig.4 
I Percentages of target, neutral and non-target responses for 
Middle Constructions 
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Fig.5 
Percentages of target, neutral and non-target responses for 
90 "Passivized" Middle Constructions 
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• 100 Percentages of target, neutral and non-target responses for 
】 •• transitive verbs in Transitive Constructions 
90 • 1 ^ 
80. 厂 
• 
. 70 • ff™]  
;j 6Q ^ [ 國 Elementary learners 
1 — • Intermediate learners 
i! 5 0 - ‘织‘、. 
纖 QAdvanced learners 
•i 40 • …，‘• , 
H Native speakers 
3。• 丨 籠 
20 • _ 门 s ¾^; 
10 ^M L m _ ^ ： I '?'"'' 
0 - J _ M ^ " i . r i M _  
^ ’ I — I 
Non-target Neutral Target 
i responses responses responses 1 ^  
j ,i 1 
(II) Paired Unaccusative Verbs 
Fig.7 
Percentages of target, neutral and non-target responses for 
100 Paired Unaccusative Verb Constructions 
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Fig.8 
90 Percentages of target, neutral and non-|amet responses for 
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Fig. 10 
Percentages of target, neutral and non-target responses for 
Paired Unaccusative Verbs in Purpose Clauses 
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I P e r c e n t a g e s of target , neutra l a n d non- target r e s p o n s e s for 
Paired Unaccusative Verbs taking by-phrases 
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Percentages of target, neutral and non-target responses for 
Paired Unaccusative Verbs in 
90 Null Subject Constructions 
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Fig.l3 
Percentages of target, neutral and non-target responses for 
Paired Unaccusative Verbs in Expletive Constructions 
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(III) Unpaired Unaccusative Verbs 
Fig.l4 
Percentages of target, neutral and non-target responses for 
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Fig.l6 
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100 Percentages of target, neutral and non-target responses 
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1 (IV) Unergative Verbs 
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I Test 1 (Unrandomized Version) 
1 ^ .fi 
:j Instructions: Please make sentences about the following pictures with the words 
\ provided in the brackets and start your sentences with the words provided at the 
1 beginning. You may give more than one sentence. Use any tenses that sound natural 
‘ 1. Unaccusatives with transitive counterparts: 
a. melt : The snow melted in the sun. (The snow, melt) 
The snow is melting in the sun. 
b. open : The door opened suddenly. (The door, open) 
c. roll : The ball rolled down the stairs. (The ball，roll) 
The ball is rolling down the stairs. 
d. sink : The boat sank slowly. (The boat, sink) 
j The boat is sinking slowly. 
j e. boil : The water boiled. (The water, boil) 
The water is boiling. 
••I 
1 2. Unaccusatives without transitive counterparts: 
‘ a. fall : The leaves fell on the ground. (The leaves, fall) 
The leaves are falling on the ground, 
b. occur : A big earthquake occurred this moming. (A big earthquake, occur) 
； c. arrive : A car arrived outside m y house. (A car, arrive) 
d. disappear: M y book disappeared from the table. (My book，disappear) 
e. rise : The balloons rose to the sky. (The balloons, rise) 
The balloons are rising to the sky. 
3. Middles: 
a. cut : Fresh bread cuts nicely. (Fresh bread, cut, nicely) 
Fresh bread can be cut nicely. 
Fresh bread is nicely cut. 
Fresh bread is nice to cut. 
] b. iron : The T-shirts iron easily. (The T-shirts, iron, easily) 
The T-shirts can be ironed easily, 
j The T-shirts are easy to iron, 
•j c. sell : Diana's book sells well. (Diana's book, sell, well) 
1 d. drive : The new car drives easily. (The new car, drive, easily) 
I It is easy to drive the new car. 
j The new car can be driven easily. 
j e. clean : The glass table cleans easily. (The glass table, clean, easily) 
] It is easy to clean the glass table. 
The glass table can be cleaned easily. 
4. Transitives: (Distractors) 
a. The boy is kicking a can in the park. (The boy, kick) 
b. The girl is buying a cook book in the bookshop. (The girl, buy) 
c. Peter is eating banana on the sofa. (Peter, eat) 
d. Mr. Chan is sending a letter to Mabel. (Mr. Chan, send) 
e. Mary is drawing a picture. (Mary, draw) * 
i 1 
Test2 
丨 Instructions: Please read the following sentences. Ifyou think that the sentence is 
] totally unacceptable, please circle (1). Ifyou think that the sentence is perfectly 
j acceptable, circle (5). Ifyou find the sentence quite unacceptable, circle (2). If you 
I think that the sentence is quite acceptable, circle (4). (3) is a neutral response. Your 
\ first decision is very important to us. Please do not change any ofyour answers. Thank 
you foryour cooperation. 
I (I) Middles: 
！ 
j a. Middle construction (Intransitive Verb Construction) 
I b. Transitive verb construction 
c. Passive construction 
j d. Resultative middle construction 
\ T o t a l l y P e r f e c t l y 
j U n a c c e p t a b l e A c c e p t a b l e 
1 a. The meat cuts nicely. 1 2 3 4 5 
b. This maid cuts the meat nicely. 1 2 3 4 5 
c. The meat was cut nicely. 1 2 3 4 5 
d. The meat cuts into small pieces nicely. 1 2 3 4 5 
2 a. Young children scare easily. 1 2 3 4 5 
b. Horror movies scare young children easily. 1 2 3 4 5 
c. Young children are scared by horror movies 
easily. 1 2 3 4 5 
d. These children scare to death easily. 1 2 3 4 5 
3 a. The floor wipes easily. 1 2 3 4 5 
b. M y servant wipes the floor easily. 1 2 3 4 5 
c. The floor is wiped easily. 1 2 3 4 5 
I d. The floor wipes clean easily. 1 2 3 4 5 
4 a. Fresh bread cuts easily. 1 2 3 4 5 
j b. The man cuts the bread easily. 1 2 3 4 5 
S c. The bread is cut easily. 1 2 3 4 5 
I d. The bread cuts into thin slices easily. 1 2 3 4 5 
i 
I 5 a. Newspaper articles translate easily. 1 2 3 4 5 
b. Dr. Chan translates newspaper articles easily. 1 2 3 4 5 
c. The newspaper articles are translated easily. 1 2 3 4 5 
d. The newspaper articles translate into English easily. 1 2 3 4 5 
1 
； 2 
(II) Paired Unaccusative Verbs 
j i 
] a. Intransitive verb construction 
j b. Transitive verb construction 
] c. Passive construction 
I *d. Expletive construction 
I *e. Null subject construction 
•I f- Resultative construction/ *by phrase 
I *g. X's way construction./ *purpose clause 
i 
丨 T o t a l l y P e r f e c t l y 
;| U n a c c e p t a b l e A c c e p t a b l e 
1 a. Mary's hairstyle changed every month. 1 2 3 4 5 
b. The barber changed Mary's hairstyle 
every month. 1 2 3 4 5 
c. Mary's hairstyle was changed every month. 1 2 3 4 5 
*d. It was changed Mary's hairstyle every month. 1 2 3 4 5 
*e. Recently changed Mary's hairstyle every month. 1 2 3 4 5 
I *f. Mary's hairstyle changed by the barber every month. 1 2 3 4 5 
I *g. Mary's hairstyle changed its way to a 
modem one. 1 2 3 4 5 
i 
2 a.The price of flats increased last month. 1 2 3 4 5 
b. The landlord increased the price of flats 
last month. 1 2 3 4 5 
c. The price of flats was increased last month. 1 2 3 4 5 
*d. It increased the price of flats last month. 1 2 3 4 5 
*e. In the last month, increased the price of flats. 1 2 3 4 5 
*f. The price of flats increased by the landlord last month. 1 2 3 4 5 
*g. The price of flats increased to get rid of the 
tenants. 1 2 3 4 5 
3 a. The water spilled all over the floor. 1 2 3 4 5 
b. The child spilled the water all over the floor. 1 2 3 4 5 
c. The water was spilled all over the floor. 1 2 3 4 5 
*d. It was spilled the water all over the floor. 1 2 3 4 5 
*e. Suddenly, spilled the water all over the floor. 1 2 3 4 5 
*f. The water spilled all over the floor by the child. 1 2 3 4 5 
j *g. The water spilled its way to the floor. 1 2 3 4 5 
i 
4 a. The windows opened automatically. 1 2 3 4 5 
b. I opened the windows. 1 2 3 4 5 
c. The windows were opened. 1 2 3 4 5 
j *d. It was opened the windows. 1 2 3 4 5 
j *e. Just now opened the windows. 1 2 3 4 5 
I f. The windows opened wide. 1 2 3 4 5 




5 a. The bottle broke suddenly. 1 2 3 4 5 
b. The boy broke the bottle. 1 2 3 4 5 
c. The bottle was broken. 1 2 3 4 5 
*d. It was broken a bottle suddenly. 1 2 3 4 5 
*e. Outside broke a bottle suddenly. 1 2 3 4 5 
f. The bottle broke into pieces suddenly. 1 2 3 4 5 
*g. The bottle broke to let the water out. 1 2 3 4 5 
6 a. The butter melted in five minutes. 1 2 3 4 5 
b. The heat melted the butter. 1 2 3 4 5 
c. The butter was melted by the heat in five minutes. 1 2 3 4 5 
*d. It was melted the butter in five minutes. 1 2 3 4 5 
*e. In the pan melted the butter quickly. 1 2 3 4 5 
*f. The butter melted by the heat in five minutes. 1 2 3 4 5 
*g. The butter melted its way all over the oven. 1 2 3 4 5 
7 a. The carpet rolled down the stairs. 1 2 3 4 5 
b. I rolled the carpet down the stairs. 1 2 3 4 5 
c. The carpet was rolled down the stairs. 1 2 3 4 5 
*d. It was rolled a carpet down the stairs. 1 2 3 4 5 
*e. As a result, rolled a carpet. 1 2 3 4 5 
f. The carpet rolled flat. 1 2 3 4 5 
*g. The carpet rolled down the stairs to wake up the baby. 1 2 3 4 5 
8 a. The ship sank quickly. 1 2 3 4 5 
b. The enemy sank the ship quickly. 1 2 3 4 5 
c. The ship was sunk quickly in the battle. 1 2 3 4 5 
*d. It was sunk a ship quickly. 1 2 3 4 5 
*e. Yesterday sank a ship quickly. 1 2 3 4 5 
f. The ship sank deep in the ocean. 1 2 3 4 5 
*g. The ship sank its way into the harbour. 1 2 3 4 5 
9 a. The towel dried quickly under the sun. 1 2 3 4 5 
b. The heater dried the towel quickly. 1 2 3 4 5 
c. The towel was dried quickly. 1 2 3 4 5 
*d. It was dried the towel quickly. 1 2 3 4 5 
； *e. In a minute, dried the towel. 1 2 3 4 5 
*f. The towel dried quickly by the sun. 1 2 3 4 5 
*g. The towel dried quickly to serve the 
next customer. 1 2 3 4 5 
lO.a. The river froze in the winter. 1 2 3 4 5 
b. The cold spell froze the river. 1 2 3 4 5 
c. The river was frozen in the winter. 1 2 3 4 5 
*d. It was frozen the river in the winter. 1 2 3 4 5 
*e. In the winter froze the river gradually. 1 2 3 4 5 
f. The river froze solid. 1 2 3 4 5 
*g. The river froze its way to the sea. 1 2 3 4 5 
4 
1 
(III) Unpaired Unaccusative Verbs 
a. Intransitive verb construction 
*b. Transitive verb construction 
*c. Passive construction 
*d. Impersonal passive 
*e. Null subject construction 
f. Resultative constmctiony^  *by phrase 
*g. X's way construction/ *purpose clause 
T o t a l l y P e r f e c t l y 
U n a c c e p t a b l e A c c e p t a b l e 
1 a. The mirror fell on the ground. 1 2 3 4 5 
*b. Mary fell the mirror on the ground. 1 2 3 4 5 
*c. The mirror was fallen on the ground. 1 2 3 4 5 
*d. It was fallen a mirror on the ground. 1 2 3 4 5 
*e. Just fell a mirror on the ground. 1 2 3 4 5 
f. The mirror fell broken on the ground. 1 2 3 4 5 
*g. The mirror fell its way to the ground. 1 2 3 4 5 
2 a. The flag rose over the harbour. 1 2 3 4 5 
*b. The chief executive rose the flag over the harbour. 1 2 3 4 5 
• *c. The flag was risen over the harbour. 1 2 3 4 5 
*d. It was risen a flag over the harbour. 1 2 3 4 5 
*e. Just now rose a flag over the harbour. 1 2 3 4 5 
f. The flag rose high up over the harbour. 1 2 3 4 5 
*g. The flag rose its way to the sky. 1 2 3 4 5 
3 a. A n accident happened yesterday. 1 2 3 4 5 
*b. John happened an accident yesterday. 1 2 3 4 5 
*c. A n accident was happened yesterday. 1 2 3 4 5 
*d. It was happened an accident yesterday. 1 2 3 4 5 
*e. Yesterday happened an accident. 1 2 3 4 5 
1 *f. The accident happened by the careless drivers. 1 2 3 4 5 
！ *g. The accident happened to claim the insurance. 1 2 3 4 5 
i 
i 4 a. M y wallet disappeared. 1 2 3 4 5 
.| *b. I disappeared m y wallet. 1 2 3 4 5 
*c. M y wallet was disappeared. 1 2 3 4 5 
I *d. It disappeared m y wallet. 1 2 3 4 5 
j *e. Today disappeared m y wallet. 1 2 3 4 5 
•| *f. M y wallet disappeared by the thief. 1 2 3 4 5 





T o t a l l y P e r f e c t l y 
U n a c c e p t a b l e A c c e p t a b l e 
5 a. A disaster occurred last week. 1 2 3 4 5 
*b. Japan occurred a disaster last week. 1 2 3 4 5 
*c. A disaster was occurred last week. 1 2 3 4 5 
*d. It was occurred a disaster last week. 1 2 3 4 5 
*e. As predicted, occurred a disaster. 1 2 3 4 5 
*f. A disaster occurred by the flood. 1 2 3 4 5 
*g. A disaster occurred its way to Japan. 1 2 3 4 5 
6 a. Problems with their marriage have existed 
for a long time. 1 2 3 4 5 
*b. Their marriage has existed problems for a long time. 1 2 3 4 5 
*c. Problems with their marriage were existed 
for a long time. 1 2 3 4 5 
*d. It existed problems with their marriage. 1 2 3 4 5 
*e. For a long time, have existed problems with 
their marriage. 1 2 3 4 5 
*f. Problems with their marriage existed by Tom and 
Mary. 1 2 3 4 5 
i *g. Problems with their marriage have existed to give 
I them headaches. 1 2 3 4 5 
• I 
“ 
7 a. All her dreams vanished completely. 1 2 3 4 5 
, *b. The bad news vanished all her dreams completely. 1 2 3 4 5 
i  *c. Her dreams were vanished completely. 1 2 3 4 5 
'' *d. It was vanished her dreams completely. 1 2 3 4 5 
, *e. In a minute, vanished the dreams completely. 1 2 3 4 5 
1 *f. Her dreams vanished by the bad news. 1 2 3 4 5 
i *g The dreams vanished their way out ofher mind. 1 2 3 4 5 
5 
I 8 a. Finally, Michael Jackson arrived in Hong Kong. 1 2 3 4 5 
] *b. The pilot arrived Michael Jackson at the airport. 1 2 3 4 5 
I *c. Finally, Michael Jackson was arrived. 1 2 3 4 5 
*d. It arrived Michael Jackson at the airport. 1 2 3 4 5 
i *e. Just now arrived Michael Jackson at the airport. 1 2 3 4 5 
*f. Michael Jackson arrived at the airport 
bythe pilot. 1 2 3 4 5 
. *g. Michael Jackson arrived his way to a warm welcome. 1 2 3 4 5 
9 a. Mary suffered a lot in her first marriage. 1 2 3 4 5 
*b. Mary's husband suffered Mary a lot in their marriage. 1 2 3 4 5 
丨 *c. Mary was suffered a lot in her first marriage. 1 2 3 4 5 
*d. It suffered Mary a lot in the first marriage. 1 2 3 4 5 
*e. For ten years, suffered a lot in the marriage. 1 2 3 4 5 
*f. Mary suffered a lot by her husband. 1 2 3 4 5 
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i f : ' T o t a l l y P e r f e c t l y 
^ _ ; U n a c c e p t a b l e A c c e p t a b l e 
::- 10 a. Susan's father died two years ago. 1 2 3 4 5 
g: *b. Susan died her father two years ago. 1 2 3 4 5 
？ •‘ *c. Susan's father was died two years ago. 1 2 3 4 5 
4 *d. It was died Susan's father two years ago. 1 2 3 4 5 
= *e. Unexpectedly died Susan's father. 1 2 3 4 5 
*f. Susan's father died by cancer. 1 2 3 4 5 
*g. Susan's father died his way to a better place. 1 2 3 4 5 
: (IV) Unergative 
t a. Intransitive verb construction 
云 *b. Passive construction 
; *c. Resultative construction 
, d. X,s way construction 
“ T o t a l l y P e r f e c t l y 
:〕' U n a c c e p t a b l e A c c e p t a b l e 
1 a. M y dog swam in the swimming pool 
yesterday. 1 2 3 4 5 
*b. M y dog was swum in the pool yesterday. 1 2 3 4 5 
I ‘ *c. M y dog swam wet in the pool yesterday. 1 2 3 4 5 
： d. I swam m y way to a better figure. 1 2 3 4 5 
I ’. •• 
^ 
- 2 a. Mary cried last night. 1 2 3 4 5 
L *b. Mary was cried last night. 1 2 3 4 5 
[' *c. Mary cried tired last night. 1 2 3 4 5 
t d. Mary cried her way out of the classroom. 1 2 3 4 5 
tr' 
I 3 a. He slept on the sofa many times. 1 2 3 4 5 
I *b. He was slept on the sofa many times. 1 2 3 4 5 
『 *c. He slept awake on the sofa. 1 2 3 4 5 
• d. He slept his way through the whole course. 1 2 3 4 5 
想 'V. 
I 
I 4 a. I ran in the park this moming. 1 2 3 4 5 
I *b. I was run in the park this moming. 1 2 3 4 5 
I *c. I ran tired in the park this moming. 1 2 3 4 5 
1 d. I ran m y way to better health. 1 2 3 4 5 
j 
i 5 a. Peter laughed when he heard the joke. 1 2 3 4 5 
*b. Peter was laughed when he heard the joke. 1 2 3 4 5 
*c. Peter laughed dead when he heard the joke. 1 2 3 4 5 
d. Peter laughed his way to the club when he heard 
thejoke. 1 2 3 4 5 
i 
— Total: 30 questions 
- 180 items. 
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I Please complete the following form before you take the test. 
1 
i Name : (English)  
i 
m 
’ (Chinese)  
J 
•m 
'i Age : 
• Sex : Z Z Z Z Z 
： Mother 
二 Tongue : % 
m 
I Languages spoken at home:  
i Length of residence in Hong Kong:  
^ 
黎 . 
^ -—• " = =-: = — = = ~ = = — — •-- :: — — = :二- 二 = 7= = — = ~ — — = ~ 二 -r — — — — — 二 = 
••m 
- Education background: 
I Current year of study:  
； School name : 
4 •', 
赛 
、Medium ofInstmction : English only  
Chinese only  
； Both 3 Z Z Z 
1 
一 - ' - ~ :-二： -— -"^ . — ^^ ~^ — — — ^^ -二 «^ '^^ ^^^ ^^^ -‘^ — zzz t;z — ^t: r^ ^n z^. T^ t^ T:m 3^ T^ 二： Tm Tzr^ " m ~~* ^tr^ -^zz m Tiz TT" 
At what age did you first leam English?  
‘ Years ofEnglish: 
‘ Kindergarten (years) 
Primary (years) 
1 Secondary (years) 
Have you visited or lived in an English-speaking countty? 
丨 Place  
[ Time  
二 Length: Years Months Weeks  
r 
i''"-
; Do you know any other languages or dialects? 
r.i _ _ _ ^ ^ _ ^ ^ _ - ^ _ _ _ ^ 
t _ _ . _ « ^ _ _ ^ _ ^ _ _ 
B 
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Iastructions: Please make sentences about the following pictures with the words 
pro^Tded in the brackets and start your sentences wich the words provided at the 
beginning. You may give more than oae sentence. Use any tenses that sound natural. 
‘. L) ： 1___•*_ .‘y^;:.,- .、-- --, , -~^——:r^ ‘ r ~ “ 、'• 
、 ： > ^ ^ ¾ ^ ^ " " ^ ^ ] 1 一 絡 - " - : 
^ — •-- 1 V • y ； 
P ^ . • - ^ - r - • � • • � " • � •• ^ . _ . ^ ^ V I 
V j _ _ _ • \ » z \ 
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o , , 0..麵。...9 : • 
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^ ^ f ^ ^ ^ 4 p ^ : f , ^ > ^ < ^ c ^ ^ 
0 - ^ ^；； ? ^ ^ ^ ^ - ¥、^ > ^ ? ^ ^ 0 . ^ ^ T x -
• L�"~ …一 • L _ -
, “ ^ • •• ' .一 —• 
.-,.‘ . ―― < \^__ ~^-~^  • 
• 《 一 ， ‘ • z — £ > ^ ； • . • 
- … . . 
• ‘.. -
T h e s n o w - . . 
. < 4 W • 
_ ( m e l t ) 
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1 . • 
^ 
’ • I / ^ ^ ' ^ ^ ^ ^ " ^ “ ^ 
. . 1 〜 、 ^ ^ 貪 。 翁 
X^^A " T \ ： 
勿 @ ^ ^ ^ z \ j. 
i 1 、 ⑶ 
: I ~ ~ ^ _ r “ \ ^ M 
i ^ ^ - _ _ j ^ - ^ ^  
、、、 “ “ — — — Mr. Chan... 
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J ^ . : 
^ ^ . ' H ^ ^ _ 
I _ _ _ 令 0 ^ . 心 
I 
I 
‘ ‘ . 、 
The ball... 
、.、 I : (roll) 
i i      
； _一、 





！ I ,:i 
•~ -..—.—" ... .»Mi{• t....^.)^;•�.»•""• —•,~-•*• _�-~"M.—»»*»fc«^«“~. *• *"->''"'-^'-'-一” ‘ ‘ ‘ • “ • • • ^ -^i4iki^tfffi^^y 
I j 
i 
！ ‘ • . 
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Diana's book... 
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